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DISQUISITION, &c. 


REVEREND SIR, 


O complain, in a piece publiſhed to vindi- 
cCate your conduct in the debates about the 
Trinity, that none of thoſe, who have blamed 
you, and thought you too warm, have ever, though 
deſired, given you their reaſons, or offered any 
thing for your conviction, and the change of your 
77 ( Tr; Þ 
I,, therefore, who have thought there was room for 

mutual eſteem, love, and Chriſtian fellowſhip, among 
thoſe who think differently on theſe points, and was 
ever for leſſening differences among Chriſtians, and 
reconciling them to one another, have made bold to 
preſent you here with the reaſons of theſe ſentiments: 
I they carry conviction with them, you will, of courſe, 
think of changing your conduct; if they do not, you 
will fee, *tis not without appearance of reaſon, that 1 
have, among others, thought it wrong. 
Tov think, right apprehenſions in theſe points, of 
the laſt importance; thoſe in the contrary ſcheme to 
yours, deſtroying-the morality, or, as I would rather 
PRs ff qo. 
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term it, the natural obligation of the firſt command- | 
ment, the fundamental duty of all religion; and the 
doctrine of ſatisfaction for lia; which is as fundamen- 
tal a principle in Chriſtianity. 
Ir this be fact, their miſtakes, in e are 
: doubtleſs very important: But may not you be poſ- 
ſibly, your ſelf, miſtaken? Or, if not, is there no 
room for charitable thoughts, conoerning, and treats 
ment of, theſe miſtaken men? 


5 I As to the firſt of your 8 it is zeal on 
5 their giving religious worſhip to one whom they think 
not Gop: Whereas all ſuch worſhip, to any being be- 
ſides Gop, is expreſly prohibited by the firſt command- 
ment, which ſays, Thou ball have no other Gop befare, 
or bef des me. | > 
Tur this is the plain meaning of this law to the 

Jews; and that all religious worſhip was forbidden by 
it, under that diſpenſation, to any but Gop, thoſe 
Vo differ from you readily allow; and that Go had 
his reaſons for ſuch an unlimited prohibition then)... 
Axp I will moreover allow, that there are general 


kreaſons why all men, at all times, ſhould look on them- 


ſelves under ſuch a prohibition, till Gop is pleaſed to 
rely his will, that ſome other Being ſhould be wor- 
: = | 
1 7 18 little we 3 of the :nvifible kd. or- 5 
5 Wia n their nature, powers, ſtate, place o abode, 
xc. whether they are Natives, or Spirits departed 
from bodies. We know not whether they have power 


in themſelves, or commiſſion from Gop to ſuccour 


us, or confer any benefits or favours on us. We muſt. 
therefore apply, and pay honour to them at great un- 
certainties, having neither natural light nor revelation 
lupernatural, to direct us herein. And whilſt we may 

. have free acceſs to Gop, and muſt know ſo lee of 
= them, | 
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hem, it is abſurd in it ſelf, and diſhonourable to him, 
to make any ſuch addreſſes to them at a venture. 
Hur this notwithſtanding, thoſe who differ from 
| you fay, they can ſee no reaſon in nature, that is, no 
unalterable reaſon for this prohibition; But that Gop 
may allow, and require, if he think fit, worſhip to 
be paid to a Being inferior to himſelf; which being 
the caſe, the morality, that is, the natural obligation 

of the firſt command, is not deſtroy'd by ſuch an al- 


= lowance; though, as It ſtands in the Jew law. it is 


in tantum repealed. 8 
I. Iowu J muſt herein concur with ther. For, | 
Wonsnir, in general, is nothing elſe but inward 
reſpect to a ſuperior being, in proportion to its known 
excellencies, rank, ſtate, power, &c. expreſſed by 
proper external ſigns. A civil worſhip to earthly Su- 
periors, you do not, cannot diſallow. You may pay 


F them inward eſteem, love, reverence, truſt, &c. you 


may requeſt benefits and favours from them, offer 
thanks to them, may praiſe and extol them for their 
real excellencies and good deeds. You may put con- 
fidence in their power, goodneſs, truth, promiſes. 
You may bow the knee, uncover the head, proſtrate 
your ſelf; nay; burn incenſe* to them. This is no 
breach of Gop's law, nor intrenchment on his ho- 
nour. ; 


WHAT thes | is fach ? Ts it all like reſpect oak by 


like ſigns to Beings inviſible? Theſe acts addreſſed 

to Gon, are acts of divine worſhip: Muſt they be ſo, 
if addreſſet to any other inviſible Being? What! in na- 
ture conſtitutes them ſuch? _ 
SB pros Gop ſhould think fit to ſet an nvigble-: 
Being over a nation, with power to confer thoſe bene- 
fits on the inhabitants which their earthly N 


Dan. 1. 45. N 
cannot, 
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cannot, and direct them, where and how to apply to 


kim for this purpoſe; Will that inward reſpect, &c. 


or thoſe outward ſigns, which are allowable to an 


_ earthly Superior, and no breach of this command, 


become thus criminal, if addreſſed. to this Invitble 


Superior? ſeeing I ought to reverence him for his 


known excellencies, dignity, authority, ſeeing he is 


impowered of Gop to help me, ſeeing I am directed 
of God, where and how to apply to him; why ſhould 

my bowing the knee to him, proſtrating myſelf before 
him, requeſting his help, paying thanks for it, &c. 


entrench on God's honour, or render him divine, ra- 

ther than my addreſſing theſe acts to an earthly ſupe- 
rior? Town, I can ſee no reaſon; eſpecially when, it 
this be done out of obedience to a divine command, 


I honour and worſhip Gop directly therein, as I =: 8 
; by 5 — reſpect to an earthly prince, from the ſame -- 


. To boy this 1s civil, not religious ang. is to al- 8 


85 low the thing, ſo the name be changed. It is mani- 
feſtly no divine worſnip. 


10 ſay, God, in the worſhip paid kim, — bs ſer. 
at an infinite diſtance from every other Being; for that 


he is infinitely ſuperior: What will thence follow? 


That all thoſe acts, which, when offered to Gop, are 
acts of divine worſhip, muſt be withholden from every 
other Being? Then all civil worſhip, to an earthly 
prince, mult be prohibited by this command. But 


if this be not the neceſſary conſequence, what is there, 


in the reaſon of things, to render that homage, which, 


when offer'd to an earthly prince, is dutiful and praiſe EY 
worthy, thus criminal, when offer'd to an inviſible 
Superior? Does he approach ſo much nearer to Go 


by being inviſible, that he cannot be ſet at an infinite 


Aiſtance from him? or do theſe acts approach nearer 


ro 
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ns Bann becauſe he is inviſible. The very enen 5 
here aſſigned, for ſetting Gop at an infinite diſtance 
from every other. Being, in the worſhip paid him, 
- ſhews the inconſequence of this. 
Fon if Gop be, and muſt be, infinitely ſuperior to 
Every other being, the worſhip offered to any inferior 
Being, muſt ſer that Being at an infinite diſtance 


5 from him; ſeeing, if he be inferior at all, he muſt | 


be infinitely inferior; the firſt being therefore ſup- 


= poſed, the laſt muſt be implied; for it muſt be in 


the notion of the Being addreſſed, that this diſtance | 
is to be kept. In the acts chemſelves, it cannot be 
obſery'd, whether internal or external; or, in other 
words, our internal reverence, &c. for Gov, cannor 
be infinite reverence, &c. whilſt our reverence for 
another being is infinitely inferior to the other, Much 
leſs, in bowing the knee, &c. can this diſtance be 
: obſerved. 5 
Ir you ſay, all fach worſhip to to an advitibls Bling, 
muſt imply its havingdivine perfections, and therefore 
muſt be divine worſhip: Why muſt it? Can any other 
reaſon be aſſigned for this, but that none but Gop is 
to be worſhiped? And what is this but Proving the 
| point, by 5 5 it for granted? . 
Bur that there is no ſuch neceſſary implication, is . 


Plain; for the worſhip of ſuch inferior Being, is wor- 


ſhip, to one who is ſuppoſed to have all his being, 
power and authority from Gop; and therefore not ro 
have divine perfections. And to tender worſhip to 

Gop, under this notion, were manifeſtly to diſhonour | 
and degrade him. In ſhort, the ſuppoſing him not 
to be Gop, but an inferior Being, is to ſuppoſe him 
not to have divine perfections; and the worſhiping 
Gov, under ſuch a notion, weuld directly deny him 


to hure divine pertections, inſtead of implying 1 it; and 
"inftcad 
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inſtead of honouring him as Gop, would degrade him 
into ſomewhat that is not Goo. 
I!, does not ſeem to me, therefore, that there is any 
| reaſon, inthe nature of things, why all worſhip muſt 
be unchangeably and perpetually confined to Gop 
himſelf; or, why Gop may, at no time, and on no. 
conſideration, allow, or require worſhip to an inviſi- 
ble Being, who is not Gep; and if fo, the natural ob- 
ligation of the firſt command, is not deſtroyed by 
ſuch worſhip. It is, and ever will be obliging, as 
far as there is perpetual reaſon for its obligation 
though what was peculiar in it, or enjoined, pro tempore, 
may be changed; as is the caſe as to the fourth com- 
mandment, in the general account of Chriſtians. _ 
S8Snovulp you tell me, I muſt herein be under a miſ- 
take, becauſe the ſcriptures, even of the New Teſta- 
ment, charge Polytheiſm on the Heathens, for wor- 
 ſhiping the creature, beſides the Creator*®; and ſery- 
ing thoſe, who, by nature, are not Gods“; though 
many of theſe were worſhiped only as mediatorial 
_ Gods; all acknowledging one ſupreme God, whom 
the Romans term Deus Optimus Maximus, and their 
very poets, Hominum Pater atque Deorum: This 
fact is hardly to be made out; nor will the texts bear 
ene, 7 


As to the fact, that the Heathen philoſophers and 


d And ſhould this be neceſſarily implied, then the worſhiping 
Chriſt, with religious worſhip, is, in fa&, giving him divine wor- 
ſhip, which is practically to acknowledge his divinity. And 
ſuch practical acknowledgment, ſhould, methinks, more recom- 
mend them to our eſteem and love, than a miſtaken apprehenſion _ 
concerning him, ſhould influence us to the contrary. - As GO 
is certainly more honoured by dutiful behaviour towards him 
than right apprehenſion concerning him; and will fooner accept 
dne who carries it dutifully, with wrong apprehepfions, than one, 
Who with juſter thoughts, carries it undutifuly, 
1 WW. 
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follow him; if Baal, then follow hims. 
the deciſion of the conteſt, the people cry out, Jeho- 
vah, he is the Gop®, There is not the leaſt hint, that 
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7 Liberal did, many of them, talk of one ſupreme Gov, 


and of the others as a ſort of mediatorial Deities, is not 
denied. But whether the people made this diſtinction, 


FE | and did not worſhip all as equally Gop, is another 
= queſtion. The ſcriptures ſpeak of them as ſuch groſs 
= Idolaters, nay, as rendering divine worſhip to ſtocks 


and ſtones*; to Beings that have no eyes to ſee, nor 


ears to hear, nor tongues to ſpeak i, dumb Idols. Con- 


ſult the ſtory of Elyah's deſtroying the prophets of | 


Baal. Is there any footſtep or print of a mediatorial 


Gop? Does not Elijah ſay, If Jehovah be Gop, then 
And upon 


the conteſt was between the ſupreme and a mediatorial 


| Gop, but between two, e equal W to | 
Godhead. 


Tur texts referred to, ſpeak. not home to your 
point. That to the Romans is, indeed, a charge of 


| 1dolatry or Polytheiſm on the Heathens. Bur it is 
not certain, that the Apoſtle here means worſhiping 
the creature beſides the Creator, that is, as well as he. 


Our tranſlators have rendered it more than the Crea- 


= tor; and the prepoſition za, will certainly bear this 
=. ſenſe; and the context ſeems to require it: 


Where 
the Apoſtle does not ſeem to be ſtating the notion of 


- Idolatry, but aggravating theirs, as well as their other 
crimes. To this purpoſe it ſeems more proper to 


charge them with worſhiping the creature above the 


Creator (of which they were certainly guilty) than = 


beſides him, the firſt being more criminal. - How- 


ever, yours is not the neceſſary ſenſe; and therefore 
no neceſſary concluſion, to your purpoſe, can be 


drawn from it. 


© Ifa, xxxvii. 19 2 f pfſal. cxxxv. 16, 17. : 1 Kings xviii. 21. 


by Ver. 33- 
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|—  _ TaarTtotheGalatiansſeems, to me, quite tte” pk 
Fo your purpoſe. The Apoſtle is not here Wali the 
* guilt of Idolatry on the Galatians, nor aggravating 5 
| it; but warning them againſt Jewiſh teachers, Who 90 75 


would have perſuaded them to be circumciſed, and 
thereby would have enſlaved them to the elements of 
| the world, to which, * chis rite, themſelves were 
| made ſubject. 
| -To this purpoſe, at the beijxinitig of this chuipote, 
_ he ſhews, that Gop's family, under the Jewiſh diſ- 
penſation, was in a ſtate of nonage, during which, 
the heir differs little from a ſervant; but, under the 
gioſpel, the members of it are grown up to a ſtate of 
| - manhood; and hints how prepoſterous it would be 
for Chriſtiansto relapſe into ſuch a ſtate: And to en- 
force this conſideration, is the paſſage referred to in- 
troduced; Then, indeed, when ye knew not God, Dedaloal 
iu: 2 ſervice, but ye were enſlaved) r wi pie % 
eu. But now how turn you again to thoſe weak and beg- 
gary elements, to which you would again be in Denys 
3 G 0:2le. ) You obſerve days, &c. | cf 
IIIs it not manifeſt, that die, in both places,” is to 
= borechlentd alike? Dothnot this beſt ſuit the Apoſtle's 
daeeſign? Do not the weak and beggarly elements 
| ' here anſwer to the elements of the world, men- 
| toned before? Are not thefe explain'd by obſery- 
4M ing days, &c. And is not a bondage of which he 
Puts them in mind, to caution them againſt a return 
| to the like bondage? That of the Jews they had not 
experienced; one like it they had in their former 
Neatheniſm: This he ſets before them, to prevent 
their relapſing into ſuch a ſtate; and this ditectly to 
his purpoſe. Bur why ſhould he mention their former 
Idolatry? Were the Jewiſh teachers perſuading them 
to turn Idolaters? No, but to be circumciſed, and 
manned come under the bondage of their law. To: 
TY charge 


* 


R 
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charge their former Idolatry upon them, was nothing 
to his argument, and much leſs the ſtating the notion, 
or aſſigning the ratio formalis of it. Ts dn 
I is not their worſhiping v # peu de H, what. 
ever this means, but being enſlaved to them by ob- 
ſerving days, &c. of which he ſpeaks. Whether the 
phraſe be rendered, thoſe who, by nature, are not 
Gods, or thoſe Gods which, in nature, are not, (many 
of which were worſhiped by Heathens) if proper 
worſhip be not meant by the verb t, no ar- 
gument can thence be drawn, that to worſhip even 
the Gods who have no natural exiſtence, is Idolatry, 
or a breach of the firſt command. It is enough for 

the Apoſtle's purpoſe, that what is ſaid concerning 
them is true, which is the caſe, whether een be render- 
ed in nature, or by nature, Nor can the Apoſtle, in 
ſuch an incidental paſſage, be ſuppoſed, quite beſides 
his purpoſe, to ſtate the formal notion of Idolatry, or 
rather Polytheiſm. It is not their crime, but their 
encumbrance; not their Idolatry, but Bondage, whilſt 
they were Idolaters, that he ſets in view; and that, not 
to blame them for what was paſt, but caution them 

for the future; and that not againſt a fault neither, 

4 4; Jn 8 e 

IX ſignifies little what giou da ſignifies, if Mein, 
here ſignifies not to worſhip, but be enſlaved. And 
though it every where elſe ſignify to be by nature, in 
the New Teſtament, this does not argue it muſt be ſo 
render*d here. And if by nature Gods muſt ſignify 
eſſentially Gods, I ſhould think the Apoſtle would 
hardly have uſed this phraſeology, but rather have 
ſaid, Ye ſerved many Gods, when by nature there is 
but one God. Eſpecially in ſtating the notion of Poly- 
theiſm, he would have guarded againſt the moſt re- 


maote hint, that there were Gods, e than one 
by nature; nor left the Heathens, roo ſay, that 


* 


5. Bat, : 
2. Art you ſure your ien are gulltleſs, as to this 
particular? You ſhould, I think, be very ſure, before 
you make their guilt the ground of renouncing all 

Chriſtian fellowſhip with them. Doubtleſs, ſay you: 

We can ſee no danger on our ſide. The breach of 
this command is what renders their ſcheme ſo fright- 
ful to us. I know it: But may you not, unawares, 

lip in a matter on which you are yet upon the guard? 
I will lay before you the reaſons why I think you are 
not ſa wholly out of danger as you apprehend. _ 
Is not Gop as much diſhonoured by offering kim 5 
| worſhip not divine, but inferior, as by giving worſhip 
inferior to an inferior Being? Nay more? ſeeing ſuch 
5 nnr muſt be degrading to him; FO the offering. 
ſuch 
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the worſhip of many Gods was no crime, if they wete 
by nature Gods, which 0 — — 0 theirs ; 


to be. 
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Uros the de; Gen there i is no reaſon in nature, 
why worſhip ſhould, at no time, be given to men, 
or required of Gop, to an inferior inviſible Being, 

how does it appear, that worſhiping Jeſus Chriſt, 
ſuppoſing him ſuch a Being, with inferior worſhip, 
_ deſtroys the morality, that is, the natural obligation 
of the firſt command ? Gop has plainly commanded his 

_ worſhip; as Gop they think they cannot worſhip him, 

without plain breach of the firſt command, which na- 
turally and unchangeably binds to worſhip no more 

than one God, that is, no more than one who is 
Soy; two who are God, being, in their account, 
two Gods. Though, therefore, I can eaſily prove 
them guilty of not intentionally glorifying Chriſt as 

| Gop, I cannot charge them with formal Polytheiſm, 

in giving inferior worſhip to Chriſt; eſpecially if the 
worſhip to be rendered him by the Chriſtian icheme, 
ſhip inferior to what 1 1s Ns as 7 1 ae it 


n 
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ſuch worſhip to an inferior Being, cannot deify it, but 
upon ſuppoſition that all worſhip toan inviſible Being, 
muſt, in the natare of things, be divine, which to 
on CT nn ERR 
Fu do not you offer ſuch worſhip to Jeſus Chriſt? 
Muſt you not do it, even on your own principles? Do 
you not, are you not bound to worſhip him as Medi- 
ator? Some, indeed, to avoid this argument, deny 
all worſhip to him as Mediator; but with what eyes 
they read the ſcriptures, I could never ſee. For, 
Ils not ſaving faith, the primary duty of Chriſtian- 
ity, a faith in him as Mediator? Is this no act of re- 
ligious worſhip? Is he not herein to be owned, rever- 
= addreſſed to, confided in, and thereupon beloved 
and obeyed as ſuch? Is not this the faith, into which —_ 
_ Chriſtians are baptized ? Is he not as ſuch to be re- 
member'd in his ſupper? Can his death be ſhewn 
forth but as ſuch? The death of Gop, as Gop, can- 
not be ſhewn forth; for as Gop he could not die; 
nor did he die under that character, but as Mediator. 
Is it not as Mediator we go to Gop by him, in every 
common act of Chriſtian worſhip; And do we not 
directly invoke, apply to him, and rely on him there- 
in as ſuch? In ſhort, the worſhip to Chriſt, enjoined 
by the Chriſtian religion, is worſhip. to him under this 
character. To deny this, is to deſtroy the very 
foundations of our religion as Chriſtian, — 
Bur is not this, muſt it not be on your own ſcheme 
and principles, a worſhip inferior to what is divine? 
Give me leave to ſet in view the reaſon why it has ſuch 
an appearance to me. Thoſe you oppoſe alledge, in 
ſupport of their ſcheme, that Chriſt appears through- 
out the goſpel, as commiſſioned of God, ſent, ſealed, 3 
anointed of God to this office, and that in part ante- 
cedently to his aſſuming humanity, a body having 
been prepared of Gop for him, that he might wen 


1 8 ; \ 
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- anddo his will. This a think muſt prove him an 5 


inferior Being. 
How do you rid your a of this difficulty? 


| Not by denying the fact; this cannot be denied; but 


by a diſtinction between the Theology of the Trin ity” 


and the Oeconomy. All three perſons are equally 
_ Gop, but by voluntary diſpenſation, the firſt bears 
the ſtate, character, and majeſty 3 
the mediator between Gop and men, the third of Pa- 
raclete. In theſe characters the Son receives his com- 


miſſion to be Mediator from the Father; not as firſt 
in the Trinity, 


miſſion for this pu 
trine on this head, 1 "mY 


Bur if Chriſt be to be worſhiped : as Mediator, * | 
to be Mediator muſt have a commiſſion from Gov, 
_ viz. Him who bears this character in the diſpenſa- 
tion, can this worſhip be divine, when the perſon to 

whom. it is tendered, muſt in the very tender, be 


conſidered as the commiſſioner of Gop ? 


Snoop you fay, the-worſhip muſt be divine, " 
| cauſe though he be Gop's commiſſioner, he alſo is 


Gop: the conſequence is far from being neceſſary, 


For if the worſhip is to be given him as Mediator, 
and for diſcharging this office he muſt have a com- 
miſſion from Gop, he muſt be.worſhiped not as Gop, 
but as Gop's Officer. He is not mediator as Gop, 


(however neceſſary it be, that, for the diſcharge of 


"1 __ he ſhould be = Gov)! but as conſtituted of 


So 


of Gop, the ſecond of 


but Gop, in the Oeconomy. The 
Paraclete has his from both Father and Son; not as 
ſuch in the Trinity, but as Gop and Mediator in the 
Oeconomy. So that though the Father, as to the 
Theology, be not ſingly and ſolely Gon, yet this is 
his peculiar character in the Oeconomy. It is with 
him as ſuch, the Son mediates for ſinners, to him of- 
fers himſelf ; in ſacrifice, and from him has his com- 
'Ehis is the common docs 


8 - - Gov ſuch an Officer, and having his commiſſion 
az Sur POSE two earthly Princes governing tha "og 
kingdom with equal power, and to bring about a 
reconciliation with rebellious ſubjects, one, by mu- 
tual conſent, aſſumes for a time, the ſtile and title of 
King, and the other, by a commiſſion from him as 
ſuch, becomes Mediator betwixt him and the rebels, 


ſubmiſſion recommend them to mercy, and they are 
required as ſuch to apply to him: Do they apply to 
him as their ſovereign, or as a Mediator appointed by 
him, and commiſſioned to bear this office? is the 
_ homage he receives from them kingly homage? is it 
not manifeſtly homage to an Officer conſtituted by 
the King's on, and therefore inferior to what 
is kingly? The caſe ſeems to me parallel, except that 


Becauſe Gop being eſſentially one, he who gives a 


not give'a commiſſion to another his equal, without 
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Txt homage therefore paid the Mediator in a the 


= Cliitian. ſtate, 'is not, cannot be, properly divine, 
but muſt be inferior, Not the worſhip of God the 
Sovereign, but of one who (though he be Gop) is 
= not acting under that character, but in an office to 


the bearing whereof the commiſſion of him who doth 
is neceſſary, * For no perſon taketh this honour to 
= himſelf; but he who is called of Gop. Ew urg m4 da- 
= Gam. And if it be not neceſſary, why ſhouldit begiven? 
burt if it be neceſſary, his muſt be an office inferior 
to that of Gop, and if under this character he is to 
be worſhiped, it muſt bewith n and not properly 
divine worſhip, 


3 Heb, v. + 
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to introduce them into his preſence, and upon their 


in the preſent Caſe, this muſt more ſtrongly exclude-: 


commiſſion as God, muſt act as a ſuperior, and can- 


* 
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Ir muſt alſo be farther obſerved, that the Media: 


tor is not merely the ſecond of three divine perſons, 
but the Logos made fleſh. His manhood is as ne- 


ceſſary to the office, as his diyinity, in your own 


ſcheme. And as man he had a commiſſion, call, 
unction of the holy Spirit for the diſcharge of his 
office. The Man Chriſt Jeſus is, exprelsly ſaid to 
be, the Mediator between God and Men*. : 
Ir then heis to be worſhiped as Mediator, nor 


could be Mediator without being Man, muſt not 
the man be worſhiped, when the Mediator is? muſt 


not every thing neceſſary and eſſential to this charac- 
ter be worſhiped, when he is worſhiped under it? 
© SyovtD you ſay, he is Gop as well as Man, and 
to him as ſuch, therefore, the worſhip is directed: 
. Yet ſince he is and muſt be Man as well as Gov, muſt 
not the worſhip, for the ſame reaſon, be directed alſo | 
tothe Man? the worſhip not being given him as Gop, 
but as Mediator. All in him that bears this office, 
' muſt be worſhiped when he is. And his human 
nature being as neceſſary to his office, and bein 
commiſſioned to it as well as his divine, that alſo 
muſt be worſhiped. If as Mediator he is to 5 1 
Vorſhiped, all that he is, and it was necefſary he 
mould be, for bearing this office, in which and 
for which this homage is paid, muſt ſhare in it, 
Hexer the conſequence ſeems neceſſary, either, 
that as Mediator he mult be worſhiped with worſhip 
inferior to what is divine: or elſe, divine worſhip 
may be given to a man, at leaſt to Humanity, to a 
Creature, and an inferior Creature too: Or elſe the 
1 worſhipers of Jeſus Chriſt, Gop- Man, muſt be break- 
ers of the firſt command. The laſt I believe you Will 
not admit. Should you allow the ſecond, with what 
Taſte, can : charge thoſe in the oppolite 9 


vo Tim. ii. 5. h 
wit 


FRE.” 
. 


5 5 8 12 


'DiSQUISITION, Ke. A. 


with fo much ſeverity, for worſhiping an inferiot 
Being, with inferior worſhip, whilſt you offer to an 
| inferlor Creature, worſhip properly divine? But if 
| 1 admit the firſt, you do yourſelves that very thing, 
Which yet you condemn in them as ſuch heinous 
- guilt”. | 
g A A ctiod, tube 18 here uſed, berwyeen the 
Fomndations on which the worſhip of Chriſt reſts; 
and the Motives to the paying it. He is only to be 
worſhiped as Gop, though his being Mediator may 
move to the offering it. Religious worſhip can be 
founded on nothing but the divine Perfections of him 
to whom it is tendered, tho? there may be other mo- 
tives for rendering it. So that Chriſt may be wor- 
ſhiped, for that he | 18 Mediator, that is, His being 
Mediator may be a motive to worſhi him as Gop; ; 
but he muſt not be worſhiped as Mediator, or un- 
der that formal conſideration. But without enquir- 
ing, whether this be not a diſtinction without a dif- 
ference, at preſent, or whether the foundations for 
worſhip are not equally motives, and the motives 
_ equally foundations, there is no room for the diſtinc- 


dd mere, Por, 


Tur faving faith of the voſpel i is not a believing 
in Jeſus Chriſt as Goo, for that I have this new mo- 
tive to believe in him, that he is become Mediator 
betwixt Gop and men; but a belief and truſt in him, 
under that formal conſideration, as he is Mediator; 
for if he be Gop, were he not alſo Mediator, this 
| homage is not to 'be offered him. Faith or Truſt in 
the Mediator, are, by no means, proper acts of 
worſhip or homage to Gop, but to the Mediator; 
and they are due to the Mediator, if he be not Gov. 
It may heighten my faith, or truſt, to conſider that 
the Mediator i is alſo Gov; but were he not Gop, yet 
I as os to Fw, and truſt in braced as s Mediator, he . 
3 Be 
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he be conſtituted ſuch of Gop. His being Goo, ma 
be a motive, that is, a foundation, for my firmer truſtt,- 
but the formal reaſon of my truſting in him as Me- 
 diator, muſt be that he is Mediator, and conſtituted —_ 
ſuch of God, whether he be God himſelf, or no. 
Bur admitting there is ground for this diſtinftion, FP 
and that all men of abſtracted thought do direct all 3 
their worſhip to God the Son, as Gop, conſiderinng 
his meditation only as a motive: are you. ſure every. 7 
common Chriſtian has accuracy and abſtraction of 6. 
thought enough for this purpoſe? Or when to excite 
gratitude and devotion to their Redeemer, they cal! 
to mind the agonies in the garden, the whips, te 
nails, the ſpear, the doleful out- cry on the crofs, all 
the ſufferings of the humanity; are you ſure they 
have ſkill to direct their excited thankfulneſs and 
devotion to the divine Perſon, draqpping all regard to, 
_ the. agonizing, bleeding, exclaiming, and dying 
| humanity ? Should they not, they directly offer their 
worſhip to the Manhood: Nay, ſhould any of their © 
worſhip be directed to the Mediator, and not the == 
; Whole of it to Gop the Son, whilſt his meditation is 
only made an incentive to it; they cannot be excuſed, 
on this foot, from breaking the firſt command. 
Ax you ſure all good Chriſtian people areappriz- 
ed of this diſtinction between grounds and motives 
of worſhip, or have {kill to apply it, ſo as to keep 
clear of this ſin? If you ſay you are, you can have 
ſtrong aſſurance, I ſhould think, upon very weak 
evidence. If you are not ſure, you have ſome reaſon 
to fear being polluted with the Idolatry of ſome, who 
profeſs the ſame faith with you, by having fellow- _ 
ſhip with them, as well as with thoſe who differ from 
you. Nor do you ſeem, to me, to act the fair and 
conſiſtent part, whilſt you are ſo very ſcrupulous on 
one ſide, without jealouſies on the other. 
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Bor if you are got over all difficulty as to this, 


are you ſure all common Chriſtians, in your aſſem- 


blies, have {kill enough to unite the two natures in 


| Chriſt, without confounding them, or dividing the 
Peerſon in their apprehenſions? That they are all more 


accurate in their thoughts on this head, 'than the 


great patriarchs Neſtorius and Eutyches ? Should 
they not, their worſhip, in one caſe, muſt be directed 


to a mixed Being, made up of Gop and man; in the 
other, to a wrong object; and in both caſes, muſt be 
formal Idolators, in your ſenſe, or tranſgreſſors of 


the firſt command. Nay, ſhould they imagine the 


Mediator's Perſon only compounded out of his twa 


_ natures, without confounding them, as the perſon 
of a man is compounded of {ſoul and body, without 
mixture of their ſubſtance, this muſt make him infe- 

' rior to a divine Perſon, and the addreſs of worſhip 

to him, a breach of the firſt command. Could you 


enter the minds of common Chriſtians, I ſhould be 


apt to think, they have very little apprehenſion of 
the human nature's ſubſiſtence by a communion in the 
perſonality of the Logos; without which, Divines 


havethought one or otherof theſeerrors unavoidable; 
if ſuch ſabſiſtence be not really in nature impoſſible 


of which by and by. © 


Bur men zealouſly purſuing their oppoſers, and 
agoravating their miſtakes by hateful conſequences, 
ſeldom advert to the wrong ſentiments or practices of 


the good people they animate to hate them; and for- 
get how many of their own ſide may be involved in 
the guilt they are forward to faſten on their oppoſers; 


tho* it ought to be much more their concern, to pre- 
ſerve their followers from like guilt, than inflame 


their paſſions againſt others for it. But it is time to 


proceed to the 
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I. Szcoxn charge you lay in againſt thoſe who 


differ from you, viz. That they deſtroy the great 
Chriſtian doctrine of ſatisfaction for ſin, by Chriſt's 
death. How ſo? Do they deny his death to have 
been an expiatory Sacrifice? or that we have redemp- 
tion through his blood, even the forgiveneſs of fin? I 
delieve every ſingle man among them will diſavow | 
this charge. But it is the inevitable conſequence of 

their doctrine. Then make it an argument againſt 
their doctrine,” and puſh it as home as you can; but 
charge it not on the men, and make it a reaſon of 
your diſpleaſure againſt them, or cenſures of them, 
that they do what they diſown. Once make it clear 
that their doctrine is chargeable with this conſequence, 
and, I believe, they will renounce it. But how you 


* r 
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1. Ir I take you right, you ſuppoſe the injured au- 
thority of Gop muſt be righted, and his juſtice ſatis- 
_ fied, by the full payment of the ſinner's debt, either 
in ſpecie, or by an equivalent, But are you ſure this 
is a doctrine at the foundation of Chriſtianity? I have 
read the Bible very, careleſsly, if you can point me to 
the place where this is fo much as intimated. _ 7 

Bur admit it to be a ſcripture doctrine, why mult 
your oppoſers be charged with deſtroying it? You 
muſt have another propoſition. eſtabliſh'd, &er this 
can be proved, via. That none but Gop could make 
this ſatistaction. Is this any aſſertion of ſcripture? 
I never yet found it there. Indeed, allowth.1Gop has 
been ſacrificed for ſin, and the confequence will not 
be diſputed, that this was ſome way or other neceſſary. 
But for what reaſon it was neceſſary, you may gueſs, 
if you pleaſe; but you have no authority to ſay it was 
neceſſary, becauſe none but Gop could ſatisfy for in, = 
till he has ſaid it before you; which I find not that he 
77 
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Aputr then that fin could not be expiated, but 
by a full amends to the divine juſtice, is the conſe- * 
quence neceſſary, that none but Gop could make this 
atonement? Are you ſure there is no Being inferior to 

Gop, who is ſo much man's ſuperior, as that his free 
and voluntary abaſement into man, and his ſhameful - 
death on the croſs, may poſſibly make full amends to 

divine juſtice for their fins, who return to Gop by 

him? If you are not ſo thoroughly acquainted with the 
whole ſcale of Being, as to have plain and uncontro- 
lable evidence of this, you cannot be ſure of your 
conſequence: and whence ſhould you have ſuch in- 
for mation and evidence? oF: 
You may think this no way neceſſary; che vile of : 
b 18 infinite, and no amends can be made to G0 
for ſuch injury, but by one who is infinite, chat is, 
in other words, Gap. Is this a Scripture aſſertion? 

I never met with it there, nor, I believe did you. I 
have heard a reaſon given for it; but, 1 fear, if it hag 
any force, ſatisfaction for the gullt of but one ſingle 

ſinner will be utterly impoſſible; at leaſt, without a 
ſuppoſition, which, I am perſuaded, you will think 

utterly, if not infinitely, unreaſonable, and much 
more ſatisfaction for the guilt of all the redeemed 

amongſt men. 0 

Wear renders the ouilt of fin inflate? The — | 
_ nite dignity and authority of the ſovereign it injures. | 
To this it muſt hold proportion; and therefore deſerve 
infinite puniſhment, and ſtand 1 in need of an nHeuc 
ſatisfaction, 


_ Bur, if it be verily ſo, the wall of every gage fin 
=_ muſt be infinite, becauſe of the infinite dignity 


ay authority of him who is injured and offended by 
this being injured as truly, though not ſo much 
by one fin as by many. And for this farther reaſon, 
chat if it be not, neither can the guilt of the moſt mul⸗ 
B 3 tiplicd 


w òꝙ ED Rs —— 
— 
-* * 
: C 
* 
- 


— 


— nuns pant r/o 
pt 


” 


„ A'SOBER b CHART ABLE 
tiplied fins be infinite. No additon of finite quantities 


or qualities, or multiplication of them, can make up 


one that is infinite. 


Bur if every ſingle ſin be infinite, deſerving infinite 


55 puniſhment, and needing an infinite ſatisfaction for 
it, even the death of God, muſt not every other need 
the like? And how then ſhould full amends be made 
to the juſtice of God, for all the ſins of but one ſinner, 


unleſs Gop die as often as the man ſins? This, I dare 


ſay, you will think utterly, if not infinitely, unfit and 
unreaſonable; though in your way of arguing, it 

ſieems abſolutely neceſſary to atone for the fins of 
but one man. 

WiII you fay, that yet his dying once is a full 
compenſation to his juſtice, for the ſins of all man- 


kind, all that are ſaved? Can you ſay it? It can no 


more than ſatisfy for one fin, the guilt of which being 
Infinite, needs infinite ſatisfaction, that is, the death 
of Gop; yet it can make full amends for the number- _ 
leſs fins of millions. Is not this palpable abſurdity? 
Would it not be thought fo, by every one, in every 
Other caſe? Such a Lever, with one man's force, can 


no more than lift half a tun an inch from the ground, 


and yet the ſelf-ſame Lever, with the ſelf- ſame force, 
can perform the boaſt of A rchimedes, move the 


earth from its place, and lift it to the ſtars: Is not 


| this ſelf-contradiction on view? 


Rd Send oo ley thar x: the frundatian.of 


- Chriſtianity which muſt undermine it, make that 
_ neceſſary to ſatisfaction for fin which muſt leave no 
_ poſſibility of it, or found all the ſinners hopes of 


ore to Cop, on that which mul run 
them all. 


To ſay more is not to be dis © ROPES this muſt 


. be ſatisfactory, is a very wrong inference, Indeed, 
= 1 wil * that divine Juſtice mult be herewith i 
Content, 
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Axp if Gop muſt accept of leſs then Full amends 


to his juſtice, or the guilt of no one ſinner can be 


atoned for, how will you prove that he cannot accept 
of the ſacrifice, of the befl and moſt excellent of created 


Beings, but muſt inſiſt on the ſacrifice of one, who is 
Gon? Or how is the ſcripture doctrine of atonement 
for fin, bythe ſacrifice of Chriſt, deſtroy'd by thoſe 
in a different ſcheme from yours? Could he not be a 
Hacrifice for ſin, unleſs he were Gop? Bure, 
2. ARE you ſure, in your own ſcheme, of ſuch 


infinite ſatisfaction? Manifeſt it is from the goſpel, 


that the ſatisfaction, be it finite or infinite, muſt be 
by the death of him who makes it. Without the 
' ſhedding of blood, there is no remiſſion. You ſay 
the ſatisfaction. muſt be infinite; the death of one 
who is Gop, You muſt mean one who is truly and 
really Gop, elſe you impoſe on your ſelves. Could 
So die? Has he a life to lay down, or blood to 
ſhed? Any one truly and really God? If not, how 
will you have an infinite ſatisfaftion? 5 
Tov will fay, perhaps, Gop, the divine Nature, or 
Being, cannot die, but a divine Perſon, by becoming 
man, might in that human nature die, and atone for 
{in by death. Jeſus Chriſt, God-man, might die as 
man, and by dying, make atonement, as Gov. 


Lr us conſider how this way you will be ſecured 


of an infinite ſatisfaction. In order hereto, the per- 
ſon whoſatisfies muſt have infinite dignity; otherwiſe 
his death cannot be of infinite value, nor therefore 
be an infinite ſatisfaction: And he muſt be capable of 
dying, otherwiſe, whatever dignity he has, he cannot 


atone for ſin by death, for that he cannot die, Jeſus 


| Ghr Iſt therefore muſt be but One Perſon 5 though | 
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content, if ſinners be hereupon forgiven, but then it 
muſt be content with leſs then full amends, orplenary 
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God-man; for if the dying perſon be one, and the 


perſon who has infinite dignity be another, the firſt 


: may die, but cannot fatisfy for fin: The other may 


ſatisfy for ſin, but cannot die. 


Tnar he may be one perſon, be muſt either be a 


: compound perſon made up of both natures, or one 


nature being his perſon (ſuppoſe it the divine) the 


other myſt ſome way or other become this perſon. _ 

- In the firſt caſe ſuch compound perſon can neither 
be a divine perſon nor an human, but guid tertium 
compounded of each, made up of both. Such per- 
ſon muſt be inferior in dignity to a diyine perſon: 


His perſon, and conſequently his excellency and dig- 


nity, being partly divine and partly human, and 


therefore muſt be inferior to what is wholly and only 
divine. And if none but a divine perſon can ſatisfy 
for ſin, an inferior perſon, it is evident, cannot 
make this ſatis faction. Nor is it Gop that dies, 
but Gop- man, not a divine but mixt perſon. As the 
ſoul dies not when the body dies, though we ſay the 
Man dies, who is not the ſoul, but a perſon com- 
pounded of ſoul and body, and yet no more is meant 


by it, than that the body! is dead, and the union be- 
tween ſoul and body pro lempore diſolved. 


Yer, by the way I am miſtaken, if this ber not the 
- common notion of Chriſtians as to this matter; for 
I doubt they haye not l enough. to 


have any! 3 of his human nature's having com- 
munion in his divine perſonality, But in this wa 
you cannot have an infinite ſatisfaCtion, the perſon 


1 And thoſe among them who are accuſtomed to hear the A- 
thanaſian Creed, ſeem to be led by it into this way of thinking; 


| ſeeing they are told therein, that as ſoul and body are one Man, 


ſo Gop and Man is one Chriſt, Unleſs the change of numbers, 
of which common Chriſtians know little, be ſufficient to guard 


them from Miſtakes, and direct them to think of the Logos ang . 
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way: how ſhall the L , Tatisf) 
for ſin by death? as ſuch he cannot die. But he might 


det makes it, dot being a vine Perſon, not 


Luxx us ſee then how we may have it, in the other 


= 


ogos, the divine perſon, ſatisfy 


die in his aſſumed humanity, I doubt ir, unleſs his 


aſſumed humanity became himſelf by this aſſumption. 


For unleſs that were he, that might die, but he could 


not. And how could it be be, without being that 
 qivine Being he is. I mean really, or more than no- 


minally ſo. 


For what is his perſon really (qr as the ſchools ſay 


@ parte rei) but the divine nature ſubſiſting with his 
peculiar mode? Or if a principle of Agency be taken 
into its notion, it is the divine Being or ſubſtance _ 


with its mode, that really is that particular ſubſiſtent 
and principle of Agency. And to be this perſon 
= really is to be what the perſon is, that is, the {e}f-ſame 
Being. Nothing can really be this , but muſt. 


be the what this who is, at the ſame time. 


Tnus John the human Being ſo named, is John's 
perſon really, though we don't call the Being as ſuch, 
or as his human Being, by the name perſon, but this 

human Being as ſubſiſting in individuo, and a principle 


of Agency. Or in other words, our notion of John's 


perſon, is that of the particular Being as diſtinct from 


every other ſuch Being, and a diſtin& principle of 


Agency. But this perſon is mere notion, being no- 


thing elſe but our conception of human Being, with 


this preciſiqn or limitation. And that human ſubſtance 
we call John is really the perſon, and nothing elſe a : 


parte rei can be ſo. 


So that, whatever union he ſuppoſed between the 
Logos and the aſſumed humanity, this cannot really 


be his perſon, without being at the ſame time what 


this perſon is; nor he really be the dying manhood, 
nor therefore really die, when his human nature died; 


—— 


— — — 
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| That might. die, but he, that divine perſon, could 
not. For ſeeing he, 4 parte rei, is the divine nature 


therein, the human nature can never be really be, this 1 


And this it cannot be, or if it could muſt be immor- | 
tal, and utterly uncapable of dying. But remaining 


his perſon, that is, his divine ſubſtance, that may 
die, but he cannot, nor therefore make ſatisf action 
hereby. = 


. Being that is the perſon. Nothin 15 can really have 
this dignity, but this Being it ſel 
the humanity be that very Gree Being, there could 


fin; and that the human nature ſhould really and truly 
be that divine perſon; otherwiſe his ſufferings and 
death are not of infinite value; that is, the perſon 
whoſe the infinite dignity 1s, does not really ſuffer anßd 
die, without which you cannot be ſecured of an in- 


be really man, or the human nature in union with him 
be really Gop, that is, the divine Being as ſubſiſting 


5 Or may that in ſtrict truth be ſaid, which in ſtriet 


— 


or ſubſtance with his peculiar mode of ſubſiſtence 
perſon, unleſs it be alſo the divine nature ſo ſubſiſting. 


— 


human nature, and ſo capable of dying, in what ever 
union elſe it be ſuppoſed with him, if it be not really 


Aud if che Meni dignity of the ſufferer, be need- 
ful to make ſatisfaction for ſin, the dying humanity 


can have no ſuch di gnity, nor make ſuch ſatis faction. 
For infinite dignity is inſeparable from the infinite 


perſon, that is, in truth and reality, from the infinite . 5 


So that unleſs 


not be infinite dignity in its deathʒ nor therefore amends | 


made by it, in your way, for the ſins of men. 


In your way two things are abſolutely neceſſary; 7 


viz. That the divine perſon ſhould be really and tru ß 


Man; otherwiſe he could not really and truly die for 


finite ſatisfaction for ſin. But could his divine perſon 


in his perſon? are not both manifeſt impoſſibilities? 


wg and ad deed 1 is Cn. ä 
Bur 


— 
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Bur if the Logos could not really be man, nor 
therefore in ſtrict truth ſaid to be ſo; nor the human 
nature be himſelf the very Logos, nor therefore 
= ſtrictly ſpeaking be ſo termed, the conſequence is 
unavoidable; that this divine perſon could never make 
atonement for ſin by death, nor the dying humanity 
make ſatisfaction for ſin by the infinite value of its 
death. Whatever other union be conceived between 
the divine Perſon and the aſſumed humanity, unleſs 
they are ſo much one, as to be the ſame; that is, un- 
leſs his Humanity be really his divine Perſon, and his 
divine Perſon be really his Humanity, he could nor 
really die for ſin when his humanity died, nor could 
the death of this humanity be really of infinite value. 
— SH#ovuLD it be ſaid, his humanity was aſſumed into 
_- the real communion of his Perſon; this could not be, 
without its being aſſumed into the real communion | 
of what that Perſon is. And this Perſon being, in 
truth, the divine nature fo ſubſiſting; this mult be 
= communicatedas far as the Perſon is. And the human 
nature muſt hereupon as verily be the what as the 
= who, which the Son of God is; that is, muſt be as 
2 verily Gop, or the divine Being, as he. For to talk of 
a a communication of the Perſon, without the Being, 
is to talk of a communication of the Perſon, without 
the Perſon; for that à parte rei, the Perſon and Being 
ate one and the very ſame. If therefore the Son's 
=X  Perſon-be communicated to his hymanity, his God- 


as verily God as himſelf is; which can never be, and 
if it could, he could no longer be man, nor therefore 
capable of atoning for ſin by death, And for the 
fame thing to be Gop and man at once, that is really 
and truly To, is ſurely as impoſſible as tranſubſtantia- 
tion. Satisfaction for ſin in your ſenſe, ſeems to me 


therefore, in your own ſcheme, 3. e as in 
theirs. 8 
Gon 


head muſt be communicated to it, and that muſt be 
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Soy might indeed take man into ſuch cloſe union 
with, and relation to himſelf, and give him ſuch 
property and intereſt in himſelf, as thereupon, gra- 
ouſly to repute this man's ſufferings his, and accept 
them as fach, and act in ſuch a manner in and by 
Him, that he may be ſaid to do, what the man does. 
Such an Oeconomy is intelligible. Such union of 
Gop with man, ſuch relation of Gop to man, ſuch 
habitation and operation of Gop in man, and ſuch 


intereſt of man in Gop, may be. But that man 


ſhould, really and ſtrictly ſpeaking, ever be a divine 
: = or a divine perſon be man, to me, ſeems ut- 
terly impoſſible: And therefore proper ſatisfadtion, 
in your ſenſe, impoſſible too. 
Bor in the 1 here put, the death of the man 
ãs not in ſtrict truth, but in the way of free and gra- 
cious acceptation the death of Gop; not in your ſenſe 
areal, but only a reputed ſatisfaction for fin. Yet 
beyond this I cannot fee how the matter can be 
Carried, ; 
Axp thus far thoſe you oppoſe and 88 may 
carry the matter as well as you. For they may ſuppoſe 
him whom they term the Logos, to ſtand in as near 


relation to Gop, to be in as cloſe union with him, to 3 


have as deep and full an intereſt in him, to be as 
much inhabited and actuated by him, as any man, 
that 1 is, Chriſt's humanity, in your ſcheme, can be, 
and even more; and the ſufferings of the Logos, 
here upon to be as much the ſufferings of God, and as 
much an atonement for ſin, as the death of Chriſt's 
human nature in your ſcheme; and fo be equally pro- 
vided of a ſatisfaction and ſacrifice for fin, and not 
more deſtroy the doctrine of C hriſtianity on this head, = 
than you. = 
On the whole, I think you ſhould abate of your = 
zeal m—_ thoſe you oppoſe, and exerciſe a little 
moe 5 


| DISQUISITION, &;: 23 
hn duaore charity towards them; for that they do not ſeem ſo 
1 op culpable, nor ſo dangerouſly miſtaken as you 
== repreſent them to yourſelf, or would paſs them on the 
world; or, at leaſt, yourſelves need ſome excuſe as 
well as they, on the very fame heads, on which they 
ooo 


III. Tarr is indeed diverſity of ſentiment, and 
= take the thing in one light no little diverſity between 
you. You think Gop is, and therefore ſurely may be, 
three perſons or intelligent Agents, as ſome; three 
relative ſubſiſtences or ſubſiſting relations, as others; 
three ſome whats, as many, and yet one Being or God- 
head. They think three proper perſons or diſtin. 
intelligent agents or acting ſubjects, muſt be three 
diſtinct Beings, that is, three Gops. You think 
Jeſus Chriſt to be one of theſe perſons become man. 
They think he cannot be another divine perſon from 
the Father, in the proper ſenſe of the word, without 
being another Gop; and therefore ſuppoſe him an in- 


a = ferior Being made man. 
J 
$ 


THREE modes of one and the ſame Being, or three 
inward relations of it to its ſelf and among each other, 
they do not diſpute with you. But ſuch relations in 
Godhead, they think, cannot ſupport the different 
attributions and characters given in ſcripture to Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt. They think theſe muſt re- 
quire three proper agents, or acting ſubjects, that 1s 
three Beings. And theſe muſt be either co-ordinate, 
& which, they think, would be three proper Gops; or 
XZ ſubordinate, which they conclude mult be the caſe, 
and is moſt conſonant to all the ſctipture language 
! FR _ concerning them; and therefore, that the Father only 

=_ is in the trick ſenſe Gop. You. think one Being, 
with the three diſtinctions you ſuppoſe in it, will ſup- 
port theſe attributions, and that the language of 
ee eee NE anti aca BE ſcripture 
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wrong. And bhumanum eſt errare. 
do be miſtaken. And, when chey talk ſoberly, will | 
_ own RW 
Bor in the heat of FEY this is to FIN 


imagine they muſt have certainty. equal if not 
than in mathematical demonſtrations. 
that will not own themſelves verbo tenus infallible, Ip 

will yet in fact avow it, 

I rp you talking in ſuch a "LEN « © What muſt. 
«ye be certain of nothing, if we are not infallible ?No 
certainly : I do not mean univerſally, for even the 
Pope of Rome never pretended to ſuch infalli- 
| bility. But in the point in which you are certain, 
and wherein you pretend to. 


— — 


On 2 8 


——— 
— 


„ A SER ue CHARITABLE. 
8 concerning Chriſt at leaſt, muſt imply his 


being verily Gov, and is no wy proper or account- 
able without it. 
Ort fide muſt be 8 


ſuaded it is yours: Both muſt think each other 
Both are liable 


forgotten. And in points of no little difficulty, be- 


cauſe they are points of religion, and momentuous 


ones, either in truth or in mens apprehenſions, they 


D 


you are infallible; 
be certain, you do equally pretend to infallibility. 


For certainty is cui non proteſt ſubeſſe falſum. You 
muſt have evidence for a point, in which you pre- 
tend to be certain, not only. to put the matter out 

of doubt, but enough to aſſure you a miſtake is im- 

poſſible, I am infallibly certain two and two are 

four, but not merely becauſe I ſee no reaſon to doubt 
it; but becauſe: I have full evidence, that I cannot 

in this be miſtaken. '1 

be; I am not only out of doubt it is, but I perceive 
it muſt be, and cannot be otherwiſe. Without ſuch 
evidence there is no certainty. And where error Is. 

2 9 there 1s infallibility. 


I not only fee that this may 


You are fully per- 
ſaaded the miſtake is theirs : They are equally per- 


greater 
And thoſe 


Bur 


n 


22 * 


- G 


25. : 


Bor undoubted perſuaſion, and evidence tender: 


ing ſuch perſuaſion undoubted, may be on both ſides 
of a contradiction. It is ſo in the philoſophical diſ- 


1 


pute, concerning the diviſibility of matter; where, 


on both ſides, there are pretences to demonſtration. 


It is ſo in the preſent theological debate. Lou are 
out of doubt on your fide. You have no reaſon to 
think, but that they are ſo on theirs. But is there 
certainty on both ſides? That is, is there evidence 


both ways to render miſtake on either ſide impoſſible? 
Sure there is not, unleſs both ſides of a contradiction 
may be certainly true. One or other is certainly the 
truth, both certainly cannot be; yet both think they 
have evidence ſufficient to leave the matter out of 


doubt. But it is queſtionable, whether either fi 


| have ſuch evidence, as will juſtify them in thinking 
= a miſtake impoſſible, without which there is no pro- 


A 


per certainty; and if there be not, there 18 room fot 


mutual charity and forbearance. 


Non does it ſeem to have been the divine purpoſe, 
that all men, in all difficult points of religion, how- 
= ever near they may ſeem to the foundation, ſhould 
have the ſame ſentiments. No doubt, Gop could 
have delivered his mind fo plainly, on every head of 
religion, that none ſhould have more diſagreed about 
its preciſemeaning or certain truth, than they do about 

that of a mathematical definition, axiom or demon- 


ſtration. And had he purpoſed there ſhould have 


been no diſagreement, doubtleſs he had expreſſed 
himſelf with this plainneſs. een 


Jo ſay he has ſpoken his mind plainly enough, to all 
who will credit him on his bare word, and receive what 
he has delivered with the obedience of faith, is a piece 


of reverence ſeemingly meant him, but really a com- 
pliment to themſelves who can take the liberty to 
talk in this manner. For the proper meaning is, that 


we, 


wes 


3 


„A SOBER avy CHARITABLE 


we, and thoſe who underſtand what God has ſaid, in 


the ſenſe we do, receive it in the obedience of faith; 
it is from proud unbelief that any underſtand it other- 
wiſe. Whether this carries in it more of reverence to 


Sovp and his authority, or value of venetation of 
bur ſelves, is not difficult to ſee. Surely modeſt 


men, duely apprehenſive of the common frailties and 
imperfections of human nature, would ſuppoſe it is 
lack of evidence, rather than proud obſtinacy or un- 


belief, that keeps other good men from being in 


their ſentiments. Nor can I ſee, that any thing ſhort 
of downright infallibility can juſtify the coftrary be- 
haviour, if that can. But to diſclaini infallibility in 


| Lice, though no very commendable one. 


words, and claim it in fact, is too common a prac- 


IV. I own alſo, there muſt be a diverſity in prac- 


1 iſſuing from your diſagreeing ſentiments. You 


worſhip Gov as three perſons, at leaſt profeſſedly. 
They profeſs to worſhip one perſon only as Gov. Both 


are agreed, that none, but the one living and true 
Gon, is to be worſhiped with worſhip properly 


Tov worſhip Jeſus Chriſt as Gor (though hardly 


in your ® common Chriſtian worſhip.) They worſhip 
him with inferior worſhip: For this you charge them 
with the breach of the firſt command. They think 
ſuch inferior worſhip muſt be given to Chriſt, is re- 
. quired by the Goſpel, and therefore cantiot be a breach 
of this command. And why I think they may be 


; excuſed from this guilt, though I ſay not tliis is the 


caſe, you have the reaſons above. 


I!, you are miftaken, you are Polytheiſts in prac- 
tice, giving the Glory of the one living Gop to two 


beſides him, who are not Gop. If they are miſtaken, 
285 n Vide Page 12, 13, Kc. * 
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piss IT ION, & 33 
they with hold from Chriſt the Glory due to him as 


the Mediator appointed of Gop, This in your ſenſe 

of things, is alſo Polytheiſm, and it is in truth, if the 

firſt command, as it was 8 to the Jews, ſtands 
in full force and unrepeale 


Axp would I, may you ſay, have you be yet in 


Chriſtian fellowſhip with each other? What have 
Communion with Idols? Muſt they not mutually re- 
nounce Communion, who thus el, differ in Saad 
and practice? 


To me, I own, this ſeems not neceſſary. A concern 


not to break the firſt command, not only may, but 
does go a great way in determining both in your dif- 


ferent ſenſes and practices. Both are agreed, that by 


this command none but Gov is to be honoured with 
divine worſhip. 


They think, two who are e Gov, two * 8 
muſt be two Gos, when by this command one only 


is to be worſhiped as Gov. Worſhip, indeed, is in 
ſcripture required to be given to Chriſt, but, as they 
think, manifeſtly inferior to that of Gov, and muſt 


be ſo, if they would avoid the worſhip « of more Gops | 
ons, 
You think all ſuch inferior worſhip alerts 


| prohibited, and not to the Jews only, and pro tempore, 
by the firſt command, and from this, among other 


reaſons, conclude it is worſhip properly divine that 
muſt be given to Chriſt; and therefore that he muſt 


| beGop, not indeed another God, but another Perſon 
in Godhead. 


To avoid giving divine worſhip to more than one 


Gov, they do, in part, give in to the ſentiment, that 
inferior worſhip may, with God's allowance, and 


command, be offered to one who is not Go. 
Tux danger of breaking this command, by offer- 


ing any religious worſhip to one Who! is not God, goes 


22 Of „ 


— 
—— — — 
— 

— 


—— 


ND 


—_ — — 
—— OOO” — 
a 


— wg 
Ot OE 5 nee x 


whe — — — 
— — 5 . ve 
wo 2 — > — S 
— — 
— 


— 

— — - 

— ICID, —— 
2 . . 
— — 


* rr 4 r * * 
. —— . — — 22——757ð' 
2— 
—— 2 


A 


Rn 
S w—nmy wr rite 


— 

. — 

ents eh 
om 


EE 


— — — 


—— — — 
— —— —.— — af 
DDr . mn ee 
— — "—= 


— 


— 


— 


* 
-__ 


i 


. — —— — 
— —— 
n 
— — rg 
— — — 


— 
—— ſ— 

— — 

2 — 


. PA 2 En BL” 


= — — . 
— 2 _ rare 
: 
——ů— 
— mr cw 
I — 


far with you in 
as fuch to be worſhiped; A dread of breaking this 


| ſides, 


34 A SOBEK ans CHARITABLE 


perſuading you Chriſt is Gov, and 


command has a confiderable ſhare therefore, in fettling 


95 your fenfe, and directing your practice on both ſides. 


SnouLD you, with your principles, practiſe as they 
do, you would be formal breakers of this command- 


ment. And the ſame muſt be ſaid, ſhould they prac- 


tife as they do with your principles. But neither are 


fuch breakers of it on FO? own principles. So ſtands 

the caſe. 
Axp how now are you mutually to behave! ? Why, ; 

to conſider, what interpretation a gracious Gop may 

be ſuppoſed to make of a conduct, iſſuing on both 

rom much the fame good principle, vis, A 

| Concern for his Glory, 


and a dread of giving it to an 
improper Object, which fide ſoever be miſtaken. 


As alſo ſuppoſing the miſtake yours, whilſt your 
conſcience bears you witneſs, that : 
truth, and would gladly find and embrace it, hate 

every fin, eſpecially what peculiarly ſtrikes at his ho- 
What would you 
humbly hope from a merciful Gop, ſhould you un- 
willingly err from his truth, or ignorantly, or through 
mifapprehenſi on commit a fin, which he knows you 
from your heart abhor? And what meaſure you 
would, in ſuch a cafe, expect from God, you ſhould 
mete out to them, as they ſhould to you. This, 1 


nour, and would gladly ſhun it: 


ſhould think, is but Chriſtian equity. 


Bor moſt men are apt to be very ſure themſelves 7 
are in the right: They cannot be miſtaken, others. 
muſt. Hence they never admit the ſuppoſition of a 
miſtake on either fide, nor bethink themſelves how 
they muſt be treated of Gop on ſuch a ſuppoſition. 
5 Tor one would think, fallible men, in a point fo deep 


and intricate in it ſelf, and with ſuch appearance of 
evidence on both ſides, ſhould reckon this no impoſ- 
ſible * SURE 
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SBaonrx an honeft mind, inquiſitive after truth, and 


willing to weigh the matter impartially, and examine 


the evidence on both ſides thoroughly, may be long 
in ſuſpenſe before he can determine to his full ſatis- 
faction; and ſeveral men of equal ſenſe, learning, 


capacity, probity and piety, may, after ſuch examina- 


tion, make different determinations upon the matter. 
o 


Ixpꝝ Ep this is not the common way of finding truth 


in theological matters: But young men are taught to 


call one ſide of the queſtion truth, and defend it againſt 
what they are taught to call error, and that commonly 


woith an hateful name or epithet annexed: Or, in other 
words, to hold the orthodox faith, the faith of the 


Church, or the party into which they are liſted. And 


ſuch ſacred prepoſſeſſions are hardly ever diſpoſſeſſed; 


eſpecially when a deviation from the tenets of the party 


is ſure to expoſe them to cenſure, to clamour, 
do the loſs of reputation, and, it may be, much 
Vorſe uſage. And mens firſt judgment, under the 


authority of a Tutor, and the ſanction of the Church, 


before they are capable of judging for themſelves, is 
made the ſtandard of truth and error to them for life. 


A wrong method, as I apprehend, in all Parties, and 


« 


very proper to ſerve the intereſts of a Sect, but not 


thoſe of Trath. _ 5 
Bur ſince men, in the circumſtances mentioned, 
may make different determinations on this point, this 
muſt leave room, on both ſides, for the ſuppoſition 
of a poſſible miſtake. Why, I pray you, ſhould 1 
not think another man, to whoſe capacity I can have 
no exception, to whoſe real piety I ſhould have none, 
did he not differ from me in this point, has, what 
appears to him, cogent reaſon for ſuch diverſity ? Why 
ſhould I not as readily ſuppoſe I may. be miſtaken, 

as conclude he muſt? Once admit this ſuppoſition, | 
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and what is the conſequence? Why, then I may be as 
criminal as he now appears; I may be the tranſgreſſor 
of the commandment, the idolater, not he. 7 
Fer if my conſcience bears me witneſs, that, if 
1 am one I am no wilful one; that I deteſt the ſin 
from my heart, nor would be wilfully faulty for 
the world, why ſhould 1 not believe the fame of 


| þ N 
Anp if I can hope, Gop will never charge a fin on 


me which he knows I, from mine heart abhor, 
though from a dread of it, and concern to avoid it, 
through unavoidable human infirmity I unwittingly 
and unwillingly fall into it, why ſhould I not hope 
the ſame of him? _ * 
Wu muſt I ſhun and deteſt him as an Idolater, 2 
whom I have fo much ground to hope Gop will not 
charge with this ſin? Or, why refuſe to own him, and 
have fellowſhip with the Father, and with his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt, though, in my account, he has ſome - 
wrong apprehenſions concerning them, and as far as 
he has muſt fail in his duty towards one or both? _ 
 UnLxss all miſapprehenſion concerning Gop, his 
Nature, Attributes, &c. however involuntary and 
- unavoidable, muſt exclude from his favour: This, 
if you think, I own, I cannot, Divines have ge- 
nerally thought, that a general Repentance for ſins 
unknown, is all that Gop requires; though a parti- 
cular acknowledgment and deſertion of ſins known 
and remembered be neceſſary. And whether they 
had thought ſo or no, this muſt be the caſe, or no 
Penitent can be forgiven; expreſs Repentance for 
unknown ſins being utterly impoſſible. And ſure 
ſuch unavoidable miſapprehenfions, if they are fins, 
are not known to be ſuch, and therefore the Penitent 
is entitled to forgiveneſs, though he neither confeſſes 
nor forſakes them, as long as he 1 is ſincerely willing | 
| 9 wana king 10 
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to i beth upon conviction. And to think other- 
wiſe, would, in my account, be a very grols 1 * 
tation on a merciful Goo. 

Tais way of treating ſuch as differ from us, even 
in points of the moſt importance, has always ſeemed | 
to me the moſt Chriſtian and equitable in it ſelf, 
and in its tendency more likely to ſerve than 
_ prejudice Truth. 

Car and charitable Debate might be, where 
men are thus diſpoſed to each RT, which can never 
ER 

Bor once diſavow, renounce, excommunicate men, 
and declare them enemies, dangerous enemies, and 
war is proclaimed, and hoſtilities begun. And thence 
forward the buſineſs is no more to enquire after truth, 

but to maintain and propagate our own ſentiments of - 

each ſide, and heap all the odium we can on thoſe in 
a different way of thinking. If there be not more of 
the paſſion, prejudice, and the pride of human rea- 
ſon on all ſides in this, than commendable zeal for 


= Gov and his truth, I have been miſtaken, You are 


an older and wiſer man, and may poſlibly think : 
otherwiſe, 5 

Bur give me leave to obſerve, this method ſeems 
more agreeable to Apoſtolical practice than what you 


have followed. You are pleaſed to take notice, that 
there were ſome in the church of Corinth who denied 


88 


the reſurrection. Be pleaſed to obſerve farther, that 
St. Paul lays ſuch a ſtreſs on this article, as to make 
the denial of it ſubverſive of Chriſtianity, If the 
dead riſe not, then is not Chriſt riſen: And if Chriſt 

be not riſen, then is our preaching vain, and your 
faith is alſo vain.” He ſets himſelf to confute 


tis miſtake with all his might; he ſolves difficulties, 


a JS : ww COT W 


_ anſwers objections, rebukes theſe miſtaken men for 


cheir ignorance: (Some of you have not a 


5 
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* of Gop; I ſpeak this to your ſhame,” But do you Ml 
meet with any direction here to ſhun them, or put 1 
them away from among them, as in the caſe of the 3 
inceſtuous Perſon? Are they required to ſeparate from 
them, put the teſt to them, or renounce all Chriſtian 
Fellowſhip with them? No, not though the Apoſtle MR 
hints ſome licentious Principles were tacked to their MR 
_ miſtakes: Let us eat and drink, forto-morrow we die.“ 
And he thinks fit to caution. them, that ſuch evi! 


—— 
- 


* — 2 2 — 
— 
* — oY tn "; — oo — ———— 1 
———— oo ets er ——— > amr ne ren tr eee 


6 7 


Communications corrupt good Manners. 


I have hitherto ſuppoſed the matter at the worſt, = 
the difference as wide as it can be, and yet cannot ſee 
that there is need to caſt thoſe who differ from you 
out of fellowſhip; and much leſs when it is conſidered, 
that, in the common worſhip offer in Chriſtian a. 
ſemblies, both fides may join and unite. This is de. 
ſcribed by the Apoſtle, as an acceſs to the Father, 
by one Spirit, through Chriſt. It is to the Father, 
as Gop in the oeconomy, through Jeſus Chriſt the 
| Mediator, by the help, and under the influence of 
the ſanctifying Spirit, you offer your ordinary wor- 
ſhip. What elſe means your praying for divine 
bleſſings to Gop, in the name of Jeſus Chriſt his Son, 
and for his ſake? And may not they join in this wor- 
ſhip, whulſt they addreſs it ſo profeſſedly to the ſame 
Gop, by the ſame Mediator, under the influence of 
the ſame Spirit, though they may not have juſt the 
ſame conceptions of them? Are you ſure that all, 
who join in worſhip with you, have juſt the ſame for- 
mal conceptions of Gop's nature and attributes? Of 
the divine Perſons, of the Incarnation, Medjator's 
Perſon, as you have? Or muſt you remove all from 
your communion, as ſoon as you diſcover a diverſity ? 0 
And have you a right to put the teſt to them, to make 
this diſcovery? I fear, ſhould you proceed in this 
method, you would ſplit the church, already og. 
© a much 
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DISQUISITION, &c. 39 
much divided, into many more parcels, and have 
little thanks from the bleſſed Head, who ſo much 
recommends love, union, mutual forbearance, &c. 
5 to all his Diſciples. Such conduct favours little of 
= that Charity, that is kind, envieth not, vaunteth 
FX nor itſelf, is not puffed up, behaveth not itſelf un- 
XZ * ſeemly, is not eaſily provoked, thinketh no evil, 
burt feareth all things, believeth all things, hopeth 
all things, endureth all things. 


Tuxsx, Sir, are the reaſons, for which I haye 
thought you have over done it in your zeal, and been 
deficient, I don't ſay in charity merely, but even in 
juſtice to your brethren, (ſhall IJ have leave to call 
them) who, concerning the Trinity, think differently 
= from you, and perhaps from the truth; for I know 
no better rule of juſtice, than our doing by others, 
as we would have others, both Gop and man, do 
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Ax if, when we are conſcious to our ſelves, that 
we love truth, are concern'd for the glory of Go, 
and hate every ſin, known and unknown, we can 
expect the divine favour for our ſelves, though we may 
unwillingly be miſtaken, and ignorantly ſin, we are 
hardly juſt to others, if we hope not the ſame con- 


ie %%%%ͤͤ 
Axp if we would have others favourable to us, 
when through human infirmity we may err, and not 
charge our miſtakes on prejudice, pride, or corrupt 
biaſs, but think we may take up our opinions on 
what appears evidence to us, after the beſt examina- 
= tion we can make, *tis hardly juſt to think otherwiſe 
= of others, who may differ from us, eſpecially 
in points difficult, deep and abſtruſe. This 
difference, where perſons otherwiſe appear fincere 
ſervants of Gop, and lovers of truth, can never be a 
= Ju{ reaſon for hating them, that is, for abating our 


4 
40 A SOBER any CHARITABLE, &c. 
Chriſtian love and eſteem, much leſs for renouncing 
or caſting them out of fellowſhip. 
Wnur rn theſe reaſons may be convincing to 
you, I know not. You may poſſibly {till appear 
blameleſs to your ſelf; and you muſt be the beſt judge 
for your ſelf, you alone being accountable to tlie 
ſupreme Judge for your own behaviour. As I doubt b 
not yourſincere concern for his glory and truth, neither WD 
can I doubt your acceptance, thus far, with him 
though 1 have thought your conduct blame-worthy, = 
and have here given you my reaſons. My reaſons, I 
ſay; for others, who may think alike of your conduct, = 
may have other reaſons for ſo doing. I am 


REVEREND ci, 


| Yours, &c. 
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TAVING aſſerted * Js 41 a 905 unpte⸗ | 
judiced and without prepoſſeſſion on either ſide 


the queſtion, may, on weighing the evidence on both 
ſides, be held in ſuſpenſe; and ſeveral ſuch of equal 
. capacity and integrity, may make different determina- 


tions hereupon; give me leave, from what you have x 
ſuggeſted, to ſer this matter in a clearer light. You _ 


tell us the firſt two verſes of the Evangeliſt John, 
and Chap. I. of the epiſtle to the Hebrews, are de- 
finitive on your fide the queſtion. 


I ſhall therefore here lay down the Interpretation ; 


given, by thoſe in both ſchemes, of the firſt paſſage, 
and the; arguments from both in their utmoſt ſtrength. 


By this it may be ſeen, whether ſuch unprejudiced 
perſons, may net ſingly be in ſuſpenſe, or ſeverally 
give into different ſenſes, without forfeiting their 1 


character for Capacity or Integrity. — 5 
Axp the unprejudiced perſons I would * bo” 
judge, were they to be met with, ſhould be either 


Jews or Heathens convinced of the truth of Chriſti- 
anity in general, but as yet ſtrangers to the Chriſ- 


tian doctrines, and the particular ſentiments of any 


ſet of Chriſtians; of tull age and capacity to judge 


For themſelves, but diſpoſed to embrace what, upon 
partial enquiry, they apprehend right, : 


Vide, page, 34. 35. 
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42 APPEND I X. 


Your interpretation of che paſſage in John i is to 


this purpoſe. 


In the beginning (viz. of time, and all cred 
things) was the Word (v . The ſecond Perſon of 
None viz, the Father, Word, and Spirit, in the one 


Godhead) and the Word was with Gop (a, vb B, 
viz. the Father, the firſt of theſe three) and the Word 


was GOD, eis 5» 3 1% (VIZ. the ſelf ſame Being with 


the Father, though another Perſon coeſſential and 
cConſubſtantial:) This ſame Perſon (viz. the Logos) was 
in the beginning with God, (viz. 6% Father) all things 


were made by bim (viz. as Gop their author and 


efficient) and without him (viz. as coefficient with the 
Father) was not any thing, ay” one thing (4A 5) 


made that was made. 


FO0K arguments in fupport of this Interpretation 
By 


292 


ro be Go, who! is not ſo* * 


II. Secondly, He i is faid to have ew in the Be- 


ginning, viz. of Time, and all things that had a 

Beginning, as time had. Now he who already was, 

\ - when time began, and all things that had a beginning, 

could himſelf have no beginning. His Being muſt 
have been unbegun. And a Being that was antece- 
dent to all things that had a beginning, and himſelf 
without beginning g, muſt haye been from everlaſting ; 


and 


ji Firſt, The Logos or Word, is not only here 
Nile Go, but expreſsly afferted' to be Gop. And 
tbe Nord was GOD, g Ox; fs ö MY. Can a divine 
writer under inſpiration, aſſert this of one who is 
not Gop, very Gop? would not this be to give his 
name, and thereby his glory to another? which the 
| Jealous Gop aſſures us he will never do. Muſt he 
not do this, if one under his inſpiration afſerts another 


8 


EOS 


5 9 iP, 1 wo Wwe WW . 829 


— 


9 As? ona Than ns. > CE 2%; 
A - e 
e 


| bliſhed: It can 


A P © E N D 1 * "8 -- 
and 3 was ſo muſt be Gon; no Being can be eter- 


nal, but mult be neceſſary, that is Gop. 


III. Thirdly, It is ſaid, all things were made by 
him, and without him <vas not any thing made that mas 
made, no not one thing, oc , which is repeated i in 
other words, ver. 10. The world Was mage e by bim. 
Hence you argue, 

(1.) Firſt, He was plainly unmade, be that) itisex- 


preſsly ſaid, not one of the things that were made, 
were made without him. He muſt therefore either þ 
make himſelf, which is manifeſtly abſurd, or he muſt 


be unmade, 85 all made things were made by him. 
And he who was before all made things, and him- 


ſelf unmade, and the maker of all, muſt be Gop; 


can be no other than the eternal Being, the almighty 


Creator. (2.) Making all things is, throughout the 


Old Teſtament, the diſtinctive Character of the liv- 
ing GoD. It is that by which he diſtinguiſhes him 
ſelf, and is e e by his Servants from all 
falſe Gobs. J. bus ſaith the Lord, that created the 
heavens, that formed the earth and made it, I am 


* the Lord, and there is none elſe. Thou art the 
God, even thou alone, thou hajt made beaven and 


earth, Now can it be imagined that Gop, who has 


ſo often declared his jealouſy in this matter, would 
= aſcribe the making the world, and every one thing in 
XZ 2t, to another who is not God? If it be indeed the 


diſtinctive Character of the living Gop, thathe made 
all things, then he who made all things (which the 


Logos is here ſaid expreſsly to have done, no one 


thing excepted,) muſt be this Gop. 


THrzsE arguments, you think, irrefragably prove 
the Word to be Gop, the true Gop,; and this being 


Once admitted, + Four interpretation of the text is eſta- f 
lave no other meaning. | 

VV Iſai, xiv. 18, 2 Kings xix, TH 
| Tarn 2 
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Turm! interpretation of the paſſage is this: In the 
Beginning, (viz. when Gop created The heavens and 
the earth, Gen. i. 1.) was the Logos, the Word; 
and the Word was with God, (viz. the Creator of 
heaven and earth) and the Ward was (not only with 
Gop, 2% 7% Oz, the Creator of heaven and earth, 


5 | but) (50D, (viz. a divine Perſon, Oto; my not 9 Ons, 
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with whom he was, but 6 Size, Gop, or a molt god- 
like Being.) This ſame. was in the beginning (viz. 
of the world and all things therein,) with God, vi» Orr, 
all things were made by him, and without bim Was not 
amy one thing made that was (then) made; (Gov, the 
great Efficient, and proper Maker of the world, 
performing this great work by him, as his Inſtru- 
ment, by whom he made Fe world, 785 ads. Se. 
cula. Heb. i. 2.) 
To confirm this interpretation, they ay, 1 it is the 
moſt natural, eaſy, plain meaning of it, both in it 
ſelf, and in comparifon of the former. The Logos 
18 plainly here ſpoken of as a Perſon, that is, a Be- 
ing, or acting ſubject, diſtinct from every other ; 
whois afterward fad to become fleſh, and tabernacle, 
er diwell among men, who beheld his glory. And ſup- 
poſing the Evangeliſt's deſign to ſet him forth as ſuch, 
and particularly as ſuch a ſubject of action, or Being, 


diſtinct from Gop, but derived from him in ſome : 
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Peculiar way, ſo as to be his only begotten, (as he is 
afterward calld) every thing in the paſſage is proper, 
and to his purpoſe. Every expreſſion concerning 
him has a proper meaning, every new expreſſion gives 
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new light to the ſubject, and farther information = 


concerning this Perſon ; not a word is waſte. 

He was in the Beginning, with a manifeſt alluſion 

to Gen. i. 1. In the Beginning, when Gop created 

de beavens and the earth, the Word was already ! in 
"_. 


DD IX. 1 
Being. He was with Gop: He was Go, Ode , not 
that CG op with whom he was, » =p; 79 O. Oise ». He 
was with Gop, even the living Gop, the Makerof 
all things. He was Gop; not this Gov, with whom 
he was, but a moſt excellent and godlike Being, the 
only begotten of this Gop, and moſt perfectly re- 
ſembling him. He not only was in the beginning, 
not only was with Gop, but was with Gop in the 
| Beginning; gn that very period or inſtant when the 
world began, and was made. How ſignificant is 
each expreſſion? How naturally does all prepare a 
way for the laſt branch of the deſcription ? Aud all 
things are made by him, viz. as the Inſtrument of the 


great Creator; and without him was not any one thing 


made in heaven, or earth, that in the beginning was 
made. The world knew nothing of ſuch a Being - 
before. All is a new diſcovery, and every expreſ- 


9 | 7 ſion opens the ſubject to farther view. Not a word 
XZ is loft, and every thing has a plain, nen and ob- 


vious ſenſe. 
Bur ſuppoſing the Evan geliſt intended to repreſent 
him as Gop, the Creator of all things, here is a deal 
of ambages and circumlocution to convey this ſenſe; 
nor doth it ſpeak it very plain, after all. Could he 


mean, that in God, who made all things, are three 
& perſonal diftin&ions, the Father, the Word, and the 
Spirit, the ſecond of which was made fleſh. 5 
* Bur if this were his real purpoſe, he does not 
ſeem to have choſen the moſt apt words for it. 
Why ſhould he tell us, that he was in the beginning, 
viz. of creation, when Gop made heaven and earth? 
It is no very high thing to be ſaid of one who is 
& Gop, that he was in Being when the world began. 
| Moſes does not talk thus of the great Creator; but, 


raking 


not as plainly have ſaid, as, we are told, he muſt : 
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APPENDIX 


taking his eternal and neceſſary exiſtence for an 
agreed or indiſputable truth, ſays, that in the begin- 
ning be created the heavens and the earth. 


Bur when it is added, he Word was with Gov? 


what can this term import? Muft not a Jew under- 


ftand it of Gop, the Maker of all things * ? Muſt _ 


an Heathen underſtand j it of Gop ſapreme, D. C. M.? 


Was it not the Evangeliſt's intention in writing, to 


inſtruct thoſe who did not, as well as thoſe who aid, 


underſtand the Chriſtian doctrine? Could either Jew 
or Heathen gueſs, that, by this paſſage, he did not 
. mean, that another diſtinct Being was with Gop; 
Þutonly that the ſecond of three perſonal Characters 
in the Godhead was with the firſt? Muſt not this 
ſenſe be carried to the text? Could it poſſibly arife 
out of it to either aſew or Heathen ? at leaſt, till, 
by the arguments it affords, they were convinced of ; 
; the real Godhead of the Logos C 
Bur admit this to be the real and obvious mean- 
ing to all men; what farther information is given by 
all that follows? Is there any thing emphatical in 
it? Why ſhould it be ſaid, The Word was Gop ? 
Is not this implied, and more than implied, in the 
former ſentence, if that indeed imports, that one of 
_ #ro0 perſonal. characters in the Godhead was with 


another. 
Bur had this been neceffary, why is it again 


doubled over, The ſame was in the beginning with 
 Goy? Muſt not every one know, without ſuch in- 
formation, that two Perſons having inſeparable com- 
munion in the Godhead, muſt, not only 
beginning, but from everlaſting to eren oe 
with each other? 


in the 


Ax why, after all, is it added, Sie one 6 theſe 


made all things, and that with ſach minuteneſs, as 
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10 tk us not one is to ie . Could i it be 


. * Joubted, by any who was already informed that the 


os was Gop, the Maker of all things, or one 


3 of two Perſons in the Godhead, that he did make 


8 e thing, that he muſt do ſo? 

All after the ſecond clauſe in this view, is utterly 
3 | fuperfluous ; no new light is conveyed by the reſt, 

but all manifeſtly implied in that. It is a waſte of. 


To | they think, 18 not to be charged. 


E | Tr E other paſſage, in the pile to the He- 


5 | brews, being longer, I ſhall not paraphraſe, but 


A content my ſelf with giving the arguments on both 


ſides. 
Born are agreed, that it is the ſcope of . A. 
pooſtle, in the paſſage, to ſer forth the dignity of the 
'# 5 Perſon, of whom he ſpeaks, and thereby to ſhew 
the excellency of the Chriſtian above the Moſaic 
= Diſpenſation ; which is the main drift of this epiſtle 
to the Chriſtian Hebrews, who had been brought up. 
under the latter. 
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ZZ bliſh his Godhead, or to prove that he is Jehovah, 
the living Gop, the Gov of the Hebrews ; and 
© have ſeveral arguments to offer from it, in proof 
4 „ 

TX He is repreſented both as to what he Js in himſelf, 
Ward i in a way of compariſon with angels, 


E | I. As towhat he is in himſelf. And here fryeral 
3 things offer in proof of his Deity. 

1d. Hz is repreſented as the Maker of all chingh; - 
3 By bim made Gob the worlds, z, ag, Secula. That 


this is to be underſtood of che whole frame of cre- 


1 pred Being, 18 Plain, fam the Apoſtle? s ule of the 
=_ word 


words to no purpoſe, with which a divine Writer, 


You fay it is his purpoſe, in this paſſage, to eſta- 


2.5 


"ow APPEND Þ X. 
word, in the ſame ſenſe elſewhere, in this Epiſtle ? 


By faith we underſtand that the worlds were Framed by 
the Word of Gop,* va xnęrie dai dg ara; Sli TH Ori. That 


the making of theſe is aſcribed to the Son, is plain: 

this is aſſigned as a reaſon why he is conſtituted Heir 
of all things, becauſe he made all things. He muſt 
therefore have been before all things, and therefore 


muſt have been eternal; becauſe, before the creation 
of things and ages, chere was nothing but eternity, 


and therefore no Being but the eternal Being. And 


though 1 it is ſaid, Gon made the worlds by him, yet 


ſeeing he muſt, for the reaſon oiven, be the eternal 


_ Being, it cannot mean that he is another Being from 
Gop, but only another Perſon in Godhead. The 
Father being firſt, does all things from himſelf, but 
by his Son. But it is the ſame Gop does all, and 
the Son works by the ſame energy as the F ather; ſo | 
that Gop may be ſaid to make all things by the Son, 


as a man to underſtand by his reaſon. 


2. He is ſaid to be the brightneſs of his F ather's : 


E ua and expreſs image of his Perſon; in which, in 


the firſt place, he ſeems to be compared to the ſolar 
rays which are generated of the ſun's ſubſtance, are of 

the ſame narure, propagated from it, but never di- 

vided and ſeparated; nor was the ſun ever without 
its rays: So that the Son is the effulgence of his Fa- 


ther's glory, as generated by him from eternity, but 


conſubſtantial with him, and inſeparably united, 
And howis it poſſible that any thing not Gop, ſhould 
be the brightneſs of his glory? Can any thing, but 
what is divine, be the effulgence of divine glory? 
Any thing ſhine out with the glory of Gop, that 


18 — Gop? 


He is ſtiled the expreſs i image of his perſon, I 
s Porous with an alluſion to an iypreſon by a 


Chap. xi. 3. N 


N 


Vn 
ſiealz which is not, indeed, the Aan en with the 
ſeal, by which it is impreſs'd, but perfectly like it. 


Now what can be perfectly like Gop, but Gop? Yet 
not another Gob, bear he can be but one, but 


another Perſon in Godhead, and therefore term'd the 


expfeſs character of his Perſon, And what can 


be the expreſs image of one divine Perſon, but 


mother? 1755 


Hx has the conſervation af all things aſcribed 5 
5 to Ain as well as their creation, and that in an em- 
phatical manner; he upholds all things, by the word 


of his power. This every where in the Old Teſta- 
ment is made the Characteriſtic of the living God. 
And can the Apoſtle give him this Character, if he 
be not the living Gop, eſpecially with the manner 


annex d; He upholds all things I the word of his 
3h power, of his own power; in the ſame manner in 


| which Gop made all things; He faid, and it was 
| done; he commanded and it was created; he ſpake 


and it ſtood faſt? Who but Gop can, * his 7 5 


ful word, malte and ſuſtain all ings? 


U. 1% 4 way of compariſon with 4. Ad 


| here he is ſaid to be ſuperior to Angels. 


Hirst, In as much as Hz is the Son of Gop: to 
=_ which of the Angels, ſaid he, thou art my Son; this 
= day have I begotten thee: And again; I will be to 


him a Father, and he ſhall be to me a Son. Now it 
is plain that this title is both given to Adam and An- 


= gels, as the creatures of Gov. Adam, who was the 
Son of Gop'. There was a day when the Sons of 
= Gop came together. It muſt be therefore of a Son- 


ip, proper and peculiar. - He is the author of their 


= Being, and ſo their Father. But they were made | 
= out of nothing: the Son was not made at all, but 
| _ generated of his Father's ſubſtance, 'by "mg 


Luke iii. ult. e 


„VJ(„7 


30 A 1 P E * 5 1 x. 
proper Aliation indeed, yet not ſo as to become here- 
upon a diſtin& ſubſtance, as the ſon of a man is, bur 
by communication of the ſame ſubſtance; - Gov ſub- 
ſtantially or eſſentially being but one. And he is 
| Hereupon fo peculiarly the Son of Gop, as none elſe 
can be; called cherekche the only begorten (by the 
Evangeliſt John.) And the Son of Gov, in this ſenſe, | 
muſt be as truly Gop as the Son of man is man; 
with this diverſity, that the Son of man by com- 
munication of another ſubſtance, but out of his 
Father's, becomes another man; The Son of Gop, 
by communion in the fame ſubſtance, becomes not 
another Gop, but another Perſon only in Godhead. 
But being fo the Son of Gop as Angels are not, he 
muſt be the proper Son of Gop, and as ſuch muſt be 
Gop, of the 9 8 nature and ſubſtance with the 
R 
Serondiy, Tuls is confirmed by his deing che 
Object of their Adoration; ſo much their ſuperior 
that they muſt pay worſhip to him. M hen be brings 
bis frſt-born into the world, he ſaith, Let all the Angels 
of Gop worſhip him. Now this epiſtle is written to 


the Hebrews, who by the firſt Commandment of ß 


their Law were forbidden to have any Gop beſides 
| Jehovah. To appropriate all religious worſhip to 
him, was certainly fundamental in their Religion, if 
it be not in all Religion. Muſt not they then own . 
him for the living God, when by his command, 
Angels are bound to worſhip him? Could they ever 
entertain a thought, that the jealous Gop, would re- 
quire worſhip to be paid by Angels themſelves to one 
who is not Gop? Eſpecially when they adverted, 
that in the citation of the Apoſtle from the Pfalmiſt, 
_ Jehovah is certainly the Object of this adoration, and 
£7 that in contradiſtinction to falſe Gods, and Idols. 


« © John i 1. 18. and i 111. 16. 5 
| Con- 


* 
= -*Y 
7 1 


WṼ u IX «xr 
Confounded be all they that worſhip Images, that boaſt 
themſelves of Idols: Worſhip him all ye Gods. Could 
the Apoſtle, under Inſpiration, make ſuch a refe- 
_ rence as this, and apply a paſſage which originally 


pertains to: Jehovah, as contradiſtinguiſhed to falſe 
Gods and Idols, to one who is not Gop, and ſet him 


forth as the Object of an angelical adoration? Surely 
the Hebrews muſt have been ſhocked hereat, to ſee 


the very firſt Commandment of their Law ſo mani- 


feſtly trampled under foot, by one pretending the 


authority of that Gop, who gave them their Law. 


- The Son therefore muſt be very Gop, becauſe An- 
gels are required to worſhip him, and that as Gop, 
if the Apoſtle cites their Divine writings to the 


' Thirdy, Hz is here aſſerted to have an everlaſting 


Dominion over Angels and all things: And in this 
reſpect is their Superior. The higheſt thing ſaid of 
Angels, is that they are miniſters and meſſengers of 
Gor. Of the Angels he ſaith, bo maketh his Angels 
ſpirits, or winds, and his miniſters a flame of fire, quick, 
lively, ſtrong in their motions, But to the Son, thy 
Throne, O GoD, is for ever and ever. So that ever- 
laſting Dominion, and that over Angels and all things, 
s attributed to him, and that as Gop; and this, more- 
== over, by Gop himſelf. Angels are but Miniſters, 


God ſpeaks to them as ſuch; they are but attendants 
about the Throne, he is in it, and his Throne is for 
ever and ever: And God himſelf ſpeaks of him as 


== God, Thy Throne, O Gop, is for ever and ever. Now, 
== mult it not be evident beyond contradiction, that he 
is the Gop and Lord of Angels, whoſe is the Throne, 


when they are but miniſters and meſſengers of his 


= Will? Could the living God give him the ſtile and 
== title of Gop, and aſcribe ſuch Dominion to him, if 


Pfalm ii. 7 1 Tnvuale, ; 


lee were not God? Would not this be giving his glory 
| to. another? And language very ſhocking to He- 
|  brewson this ſuppoſition? Muſt not he be ſeated in 
| ' the Throne of Gop, whoy in contradiſtinction to 
| Fn has, from Gon himfelf, the ſtile and title of 
od, and an everlaſting Throne? When the higheſt 
of them are but Miniſters of God, muſt not He be 
_ Gop, who is in the Throne, and has theſe in ſub- 
jection to him? Sure his ſtile and aſcriptions here are 
divine, and too uncreaturely to be given of Ged 
> himſelf, to any Creature, or Being beneath himſelf, 
ll - Fourthly, Tuis receives additional. ſtrength from 
| what the Apoſtle immediately ſubjoins, as a reaſon - 
of the forenamed everlaſting Dominion; he is Lord 
of all things, for that he is the maker of all things. 
This effect being aſcribed to him by God himſelf, in 
4 citation from the Pſalmiſt, manifeſtly addreſſed to 
Jehovah, and in very magnificent expreſſions, 
| fetting forth his creating Power, and everlaſting and 
| ummutable Being. And to him God faith, Ton, 
| LORD, in toe beginning, haſt laid the Foundations of 
| #he Earth, and the Heavens are the work of thine bands. 


| They ſhall periſh, but thou remaineſt, and they ſhall wax 5 
old as doth a garment: As a veſture thou ſhalt roll them 5 
| up, and they ſhall be changed; but thou art the ſame, 
| (el & 5 aules 5) and thine years ſpall not fail, This is ma- 


| nifeſtly to ſay of him, not only that he laid the foun- 
= dations of the Earth, and the Heavens are the work of bis 
| +« bands, but that he is that unchangeable and eternal Mi 
x Being who did make all things, and ſhall at laſt roll 
| up the Heavens, whilſt Himſelf remains for ever 
| Himſelf, and unchangeably the ſame, No one can 
| 
| 


Vn doubt but the words bear this ſenſe as uſed by the 
B Pſalmiſt, and addreſſed to Jehovah. And can it be 
ſuppoſed, God himſelf would uſe this pomp of ex- 


2 


Preſſion, 


reſſion, and apply this magnificent deſcription of 
his Power and Perfe 

not this to confound Characters, and give his Glory 
to another? Surely, if the diſtinguiſhing Aſcriptions 
to Jehovah, be by Jehovah himſelf given to him, 


he muſt be Jehovah too, or elſe Go doth in the 
moſt expreſs terms, give his glory 's another, which 


he has declar'd he Will never do. And what a diſad- 


vantageous idea muſt it give the Hebrews of him, to 


And him thus contradicting himſelf? 


V. Findly, He is here ſeated. at the right hand of 
= <God, of the Majeſty on high, as it is expreſſed, ver. 3. 
To which of the Angels, ſaid he, Sit thou at my right 


Hand till T make thine enemies thy footſtool? Are they not all 


the Majeſty on high, is to be placed in a ſtate of e- 


quality with God, it is to attribute equal Power to 
him; and ſure none but Go has equal Power with. 


.Gop. He muſt therefore be Gop, ſince he is ſeated 


at his right hand; and this .concludes the more 
ſtrongly, in the. oppoſition he is here ſet in to Angels 


they are miniſtring ſpirits, de Nils; he is 


ſeated at Gop's right hand; ſo that they miniſter to 
him as to Gon, and therefore ſurely he muſt be Gos 


as well as his Father, having the miniſters af his Fa- 
ther waiting alike on him as their Sovereign. This is 


the argument on your fide the queſtion, which I 


gave endeavoured to ſet forth in its full ſtrength. 
The argument on the other fide allows, as yours, 


that to raiſe the Hebrews Idea of Chriſt, he is ſet be- 
fore them both As he is in himſelf, and compared 
With Angels; but in the introduction, and through- 
out, he is manifeſtly another Being from Gov, and 


as manifeſtly an inferior Being. 


Firſt, In che introduction he is plainly diſtinguiſhed 
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ctions to an inferior Being? Were 


miniſtring Spirits? Now, to ſit at the right Hand of 


from Gop, the God of the Hebrews; who certainly 


But if it be ſtill read the Image o 


3 P P * N D I K. Fs 
was not one Perſon in Godhead, but Gon; being 
plainly declared to be his Son. God, WhO at 


ſundry times, and in divers manners, ſpake unto our 


: Fathers by the Prophets, hath, in theſe laſt days, 
ſpoken to us by his Son. Is he not here plainly diſ- 


tinguiſhed from Gop, and &lared'to be his Son? 


Was it Gop who ſpake by the Prophets, or Gop the 


Father only? If it were only God the Father, he only 
muſt be Gon, for it is He that ſays of himſelf, he is 
Gop- alone, that he knows no other. But if it be 


Go, and Gon be Father, Son, and Spirit, the Son 
here muſt be the Son of Father, Son, and Spirit; 
for Gop, who ſpake by che Prophers, has e to 
us by his Son. 


Secondly, e he i forch the dignity of this- 


Perſon in 1 is he not as plainly diſtinguiſned 
from Gop? Is it not ſaid, Gop who ſpake by the 
Prophets, and by his Son to us, has appointed him (viz. 
| his Son, ) heir of all things, that by him (viz. his Son) 
He (viz. Gon, who ſpake) made the worlds That he 
(viz. Gop's Son) is tos brightneſs of his (viz. God's). 


Cory, and the expreſs Image of bis (viz. God's) Sub- 


ſtance (rs d mgdGj not the ſelf ſame ſubſtance; for 


this would not be the image of Gop's ſubſtance, but 
the ſubſtance itſelf: The thing and its image muſt be 
two things. So are the ſeal and impreſſion made by 
it. Likeneſs cannot be without unlikeneſs. The 
ſelf ſame thing is it ſelf; it muſt be ſome other thing 
that is like it. And the image of one Subſtance, a 


1 $9 the word is render'd Chap. xi. 8. and ſhould be here. 
7 his Perſon, this can make no 
difference. Gop's Perſon à parte rei is Gop's Subſtance, Gop, 
robo pale to their F athers by the pro 8 is as manifeſtly here 
ſpoken of as one perſon, and Jeſus Chriſt as another perſon not 
in Godhead, but as the expreſs Image of his Perſon who is the 
Godhead, even | Jehovah the Gop of Iſrael, who was nat one 
Fn in Godhead, but Gop bimſell, the Deity. R616; #0046978 


however 


ſtance, What is the ſame Subſtance muſt be the ſame 


thing. Nor could the Son be the Subſtance of 


So without being the very Gop, from whom he 
ſtands here diſtinguiſh'd as his Son, and from whoſe 
ſubſtance he ſtands diſtinguiſh'd as its Image. 


* . oo 


E: And when he is ſaid to be the effulgence 66 his 


Glory, ſhould reference be herein had to the Radi- 


ance of the Sun, the Ray may be part of the Sun's 
ſubſtance, but is not the Sun's ſubſtance, nor inſe- 


9 parable from it; nor the Sun's glory, though it may 
de in part ſo, and a manifeſtation of it. But the ef- 
fulgence of Gop's glory certainly is not his eſſential 


glory it ſelf, that is himſelf; and if we ſhould ſup- 
poſe the Son to be as much of the ſame nature and 
ſubſtance with the Father, as the ray of the Sun is 
of his; it is manifeſt, that he is not in this reſpe& 
the Father's ſubſtance, but ſomewhat iſſuing from 
it, and propagated by it; of the ſame general nature 


indeed, but not the ſelſ ſame individual ſubſtance. 
But the expreſſions are plainly figurative; the Son 


is fplainly another Perſon from Gop, and another 
Being, being the ſon of God; but the moſt radiant 
Manifeſtation of his Glory, and moſt perfectly re- 
1 of Gop, 


ſembling him, his Perſon, viz. the Pe ſon 
not of one in Gon; of this there is none, not the leaſt 


m The Image of ſuch a perſon in Gov, as ſome have deviſed, 
tke Son cannot be. For the Perſonal Character of the Father is 


to be unbegotten, and the Godhead, with this diſtinguiſhing 


7 


gotten, and the ſelf ſame Godhead, with this diſtinguiſhing 


Property, is his Perſon, The Godhead in each is the ſelf ſame, 
and cannot be its own image. The Perſonal properties are ſo 
| unlike as to be quitecontrary, Begotten eee And 
theſe properties conſtituting the Perſon, can the Perſon conſtitu- 


ted ſuch, by being begotten ever be the expreſs image of the 


| Perſon conſtituted by being unbegotten-? That is, the moſt un- 


like and indeed oppoſite, be a perfect likeneſs ? 


D 4 15 hint, 


APPENDIX 5 
however like it be ſuppoſed, muſt be another Sub- 


E erty, is his perſon. The Perſonal Character of the Son is to 
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in God or that Jehovah « GON: of, the He- 
brews, is more than one Perſunn. 
Wurs the Apoſtle goes on to tell us be 3. the 
Son) upholds! all things by the word of bis (via. Gon's) 
power, the brightneſs of whoſe glory, and image of 
whoſe W he is, not his own power; aral 
d. Mee ne NaHαάνε d vrordows avis, Pipur rd r ie Ty 
Knall hg deset Ge; ale, manifeſtly referring to the 
ſame antecedent, viz. o e Gop who ſpake, &c. - 
And finally, of be (viz. Gon's Son) had made pur- 
1 of our fins by himſelf, be ſat down at the right 
_ the majeſty. on high, not on Gon: $ throne, but 
a ſeat it, on bis right band. 
8 rn the whole imply his bein „ not atotden | 
| | Perſon in Godhead, but another Perſon from God, 
And inferior to him even in his higheſt Character. 


Por theſe aſcriptions pertain not to him as man. 
Does not Gop appoint him heir of all things? GO 
mamaade the worlds by him, Gop as the efficient, he as 
| the inſtrument, not the Father in Gop, by the Son in 
Sovp, but Gop, Jehovah, by his Son. He is not his 
glory but the effulgence of it. The expreſs charac- 
ter of his Subſtance or Perſon, not his very Subſtance 
odr Perſon itſelf. Upholding all things, but by the 
ö word of Gop's power. And ſeating himſelf not in 
Gop's throne, but at his right hand, and that when 
ö Soy calls him to it. See ver. 13. Doth not all 


8 This i is made uſe of, on the other fide, as an argument of 
his equality with God, equality in dominion and power, but 
_ - ſure without any colour of reaſon, It is the next ſeat to the 
royal throne, as the next on the left would be to that, but does 

by no means imply that it is a ſeat equal to it. When the Mo- 
ther of Zebedee's children deſired that her two ſons, might fit, 
one on Chriſt's right hand, and the other on his left in his king- 


dom, can any _ the ur chat be would wake them LE 


13 8925 to humſelf t | 
; ſpeak 


ſpealc him Ai: Perſon, char 15, Being from Gon. 
and his inferior v1 * 
3. Thirdly, Wan compared-with Angels, he is 
Rill ſpoken * as thus diſtinct and inferior. + 
H has indeed a more excellent name than n 
: which he had by lot, or inheritance, viz. the Son; 
to which of the Angels ſaid. he (viz. Gon who ſpake- 
by the Prophets) thou art my Son? It is owned 
that he was in a peculiar way begotten of Gop, or 
had his Being from him; whence, and for his reſem- 
blance of him, he is called his Son, his firſt- born, 
his only begotten. But till, 'tis the Son of Gov. 
For is it not the ſelf ſame Gop that ſpeaks to his 
Angels and his Son? and if fo, muſt nov he be 
equally the Son of this Gop, as they his Angels and 
Miniſters? muſt not the Hebrews think, that he 
who ſpake by the Prophets, even Jehovah, their 
Gop was equally the Father of this Perſon, and ma- 
ker and Lord of Angels; is there any the leaſt hint, 
that a difference is to be made? or that we muſt fup= | 


poſe Jehovah indeed to ſpeak to the Angels, but 


= only the Father in the Deity to ſpeak to the Son? 
= on any one find this meaning in the pallage, . 
did not carry it thither? 

Wren the Angels are bid to wotthin him (a ma- 
nifeſt proof of his ſuperiority to them indeed) it is in 
a way implying ſtill his inferiority to Gop. Why elſe 

ſhould Angels be called on to worſhip him? can 

they be ſuppoſed ignorant of his communion in God- | 
head, if that be the caſe? or knowing it, did they need 

a warrant or command to worſhip him? Is not wor. 
| thip naturally and neceflarily due to ever 
one known to be Gop? could Angels be jgno-. 
rant of this? or could the bringing him into the 
world, whatever that implies, raiſe a doubt in them, 
whether, the varſklp naturally and unchangeably -. 


que 
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muſt it not be as ſhocking to the Hebrews, to find 
Angels called upon to worſhip One they knew to be 
Jehovah, as to find their firſt Commandment in this 
particular repealed, and the unlimited prohibition in 
it ſo far reſtrained? If he were an inferior Being, a 
warrant for his worſhip, even to Angels, would ap- 
pear very reaſonable to them; and Angels having 
ſuch warrant, would remove all ſcruple, as to the 
worſhip of the ſame Being, in themſelves. But that 
Angels ſhould need a command to worſhip one who 
was Jehovah, muſt to them ſeem unaccountable. oc 
Wurxw an everlaſting Throne is aſſigned him, *tis 
ſtill in a manner, that ſpeaks him inferior to Gop. 
| For though he is introduced as ſaying to him, thy 
Throne, O God, is for ever and ever, it is immediatelß 
God (5 Og 6 zo; o, with a re- 
duplication of the article,) bath anointed thee with the 
dil of pladneſs, above thy fellows, Partners, wloxovs (Vit, 
in ſervice, that is, prophets, and angels) or hath 
given thee a ſuperior office and commiſſion. Tho' i 
he be called Gop, by Gop who ſpake by the pro- i 
pPhets, yet is he not plainly a diſtinẽt Being from him, 
and inferior to him, when he is here called his Gop, 
and as ſuch gives him his commiſſion? God, even thy 
eee, ng 6 00 Feat, 
: 8 Finally, In his higheſt dignity he is but ſeated at 
the right hand of God, not the Throne of Gop, but 


added, God even thy 


due to him, were to be ſuſpended or ſupe 


a ſeat by it, tho' next his own; and he is ſeated 


* 


therein by Gop; and that while Gop made his ene- 
mies his footſtool. He is herein plainly ſuperior to 
Angels, who are only miniſtring ſpirits, but he is as 
plainly another Being from Gov, and inferior to 
I x ſhort, the ſum of his argument, for the Supe- 
_. riority of the Son to Angels, 1s, that He is the . 
OD. „ OT TH they 
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they vor Miniſters and Nie re * by divine 
command, are to worſhip or do homage to him; he 
has a throne, a ſeat by Gop's throne, at his right 
Fand; a ſovereign Adminiſtration over Angels and 


all things under Gop. But he is the Son of that 


Go, whoſe miniſters they are. This Gop, even 
1 Jehovah, 5 Ow;, is his Gop as well as theirs. From 
him he has his authoriry and commiſſion, throne or 


ſear. By him the Angels are commanded to worſhip 


him, and his enemies are made his footſtool. 


Dorxs this look like any purpoſe to prove that he 


is himſelf Jehovah, or one Perſon of three in God- 
head? doth not the whole make him inferior to Gop, 
and another Being? 


IxDEED had the citation from the Pfalmiſt by it 
ſelf, been brought in proof of his dignity in himſelf, 


„O ſuperiority to Angels, it would have looked to 
the purpole of proving him Gop. But as now in- 


troduced and connected, it cannot be underſtood to 


aſcribe the creation of the world to him, as to Gop 


the firſt cauſe. Becauſe he ſtands throug hout diſ- 


tinguiſhed from the Gop of the Hebrews, 55 Maker 


of all things, and, in the very beginning of the paſ- 


ſage, is ſaid to have acted in the formation of all 
things, not as a co. efficient with Gop, but an In- 


ſtrument under him. By him, not with him, he 


made the worlds; fo that, though Gop himſelf uſes 
the words of the Pſalmiſt addreſs'd to himſelf, he 
does not give his glory to another; the whole ſcope 


of the paſlage plainly requiring, that they ſhould not 


| be underſtood in the ſame ſenſe, when 11 to his 
Son, as when applied to himſelf. a 


Axp if the purpoſe of the Apoſtle were to ſet 


forth the Son as Jehovah, the Gop of the Hebrews, 
he does not ſeem to purſue his purpoſe in the moſt 
* way. Why * he not W aſſert, 


| that a 


50 i Ix. 
he was Jehovah, the Gop who ſpake by the prophets; 
aàt lleaſt, one of three perſonal diſtinctions in his God- 
Head, the ſecond, and Son of the firſt, the Son in 
the Godhead? Nor is he properly, in this ſcheme, 
the Son of Gop, but the Son of the Father in Gov, 


and moſt properly ſo term'd, though he is never 


ſpoken of as ſuch, in all the New Teſtament, but - 
ever as the Son of Gov. > 
Bur nothing like this is here expre reſſed, nor, in- 
+ deed, neceſſarily implied, in any expreſſions uſed by 
the Apoſtle. Not in his being conſtituted Heir of 


al things by Gor, not in Gop's making the worlds 
; by him, not in his being ſtiled the e ulgence of : 


Gop's glory, or expreſs image of his Perſon, or ra- 
ther Subſtance, not in his upholding all things by 
the Word of Gop's power. Why all this variety of 
expreſſion, which neither plainly aſſerts, nor neceſ- 
ſarily implies it, to ſhew that he was Jehovah, who 
ſpake by the Prophets, the ſecond of three Perſons in 
the Godhead? Can any one, on the reading this paſ- 
lage by itſelf, perceive this to be the divine Writer' $ 
obvious, manifeſt, and neceſſary meaning? 
Bur if this part of the paſſage, ſetting forth the 
dignity of this Perſon in himſelf; do plainly and ne- 
_ ceſſarily carry this ſenſe, the reſt of this argument 
| ſeems little better than impertinence, which is by no 
means to be charged on a divine Writer. What end 
could the Apoſtle have, in labouring the proof of 
his ſuperiority to Angels, after he had opened, af- 
ſerted, and eſtabliſhed his real Divinity, or declared 
and proved him to be the living -Gop? Could the 
. Hebrews doubt whether he, or 4 was to be proved 


to be God, had a more excellent name than Angels, 


that they were to worſhip him, that he had a ſove⸗ 
reign dominion over them and all things? Sure, af- 
ter the — his Divinity, no farther arguments. 

were 
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were neceſſary to evince his ſuperiority to Angels, in 


name, excellency, or dignity. And, indeed, this 


had been more clearly made out in what went before; 


than in any words here uſed by the Apoſtle upon | 


this ſuppoſition. 


Non was it at all neveffury to prepare the way to 
het follows; for had all been omitted, that is here 


ſaid concerning the ſuperiority of Chriſt to Angels, 


he might have gone on, and told the Hebrews, 
Wherefore we ought to give the more diligent beed; for 


if the word ſpoken by Angels was, — How ſhall we eſcape 


F we neglet} ſo great ſalvation ? which began to be ſpoken 

Tr ; the laing Cen himſelf, the Lord of ee and 

all things. Does not this appear in as full ſtrength, 

= if all the firſt chapter, from the fourth verſe, were 

omitted, ſuppoſing the real Divinity of Chriſt efta- 
 bliſhed; nay, and in more ſtrength than as now con- 


_ nected, ifs x Kee, the LORD, muſt anſwer to Jehovah 
in the Old Teſtament ? 


Non does it happily connect, neither in this ſenſe, 
with what follows, which began to be ſpoken by the 
vin wag Gop, and was confirmed to us, by them that 


| him, Gop alſo bearing witneſs with ſigns, &c. 
Becauſe Gop, who is ſaid to bear witneſs, 1s plainly 


_ diſtinguiſhed from the Lord, 3 xe, who began to 
ſpeak the word, and is manifeſtly a ſuperior Cha- 
racter and Being, as bearing teſtimony to what he - 


and his Apoſtles ſpake, ” Signs, wonders, an 8 


Pacles of the Holy Chet. 


| Thins is the argumentation. on both ſides, from | 
- theſe paſſages, which you think definitive on your 

fide, I have endeavoured to ſet it forth with 1 

a b and i in its full ſtrength. 
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name of Chriſt. —By the Spirit.— 


— — — 
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i Abs you's certain every „ eh 8 Perſon, 
as I would chuſe for a Judge in this debate, muſt, 
upon hearing and conſidering the argument, chink 


as you do; and that no one, without forfeiting his 
Character for capacity or integrity, without a weak 
Bead, or a wicked and ungodly beart, can fall in with 
the other fide? You may, for any thing I know, be 
ſtill of this perſuaſion. But whether, if you are, it 
be the effect of prepoſſeſſion, or the reſult of evi- 
dence, over-bearing evidence, on your fide, is ano- 
ther queſtion, which I ſhall not take upon me to 
determine, but leave to the common een of 


abs men of ſober mine 
VTEC 
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* * The following ctrl 7s from two biden Divines 8 


i. if the laſt age, may tend to 1 the asf 13 755 _e 
"HTO Letter. 


© The ſubſtantial and prafiical honozir of the Trinity 


is beft: Then do we honour the Trinity in Unity, 
not when we conceive of the myſtery, but when we 
make a religious utc of this high advantage, to come 


to Gov, inthe name of Chriſt, by the ſpirit. Direct 


- mu prayers to Gop the F ather: Chriſt prayed to his 


ather: ſo the Saints in their addreſſes.— In the 
-Chriſtians need 
not puzzle themſelves about Tree in One, and One 

in Three; let , in this manner, come to GO 


Dr. 


REP END4AX "a 

and it ſufficeth. Make Gop the Object, and Chriſt 

the means of acceſs, and look for help from the Spirit, 
e Max rox, Serm. 32 on Heb. Xl, vol. Ut. 


He who goes about to ſpeak of the n of the 
Trinity, and doth it by words and names of man's 
invention — talks of eſſences and exiſtences, hypoſtaſes 
and perſonalities, priorities and co-equalities, and 
unities in pluralities, &c. may amuſe himſelf, and build 
a tabernacle in his head, and may talk of ſomething, 
but he knows not what. But the man who feels the 
power of the Father, to whom the Son is become wiſe 
dom, righteouſneſs, ſantification, and redemption, and in 
whoſe heart the love of the Spirit of God is ſhed abroad, 
though he knows nothing of what is unintelligible, . 
yet he alone underſtands the Doctrine of the Tualerrv. 7 
| Dr. Jer. ED on John vii. 17. 8 
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